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Conſtitutions, &c. — — 85 


RIANISM 


NOT THE 


Primitive Chriſtianity. 


E 81 G NING to collect ſome Places out of 
the Antenicene Fathers, that ſeem plainly to 
prove- the true and Poon per Divinity of 
Chriſt, there is no occaſion I ſhould 9 any 

chin gof the pre- exiſtence of our Saviour before his In- 

ws rg 'Tis ſo clearly aſſerted by the Antenicene 
Fathers, and ſo fully confeſs d by the Arians, that it is 
needleſs to prove it. 

I ſhall therefore ſet my ſelf to prove his Divinity, 
and I will begin with Clemens Romanus. 

There are ſo few of his genuine and undoubted 
W orks, (one Ep iſtle to the Corinthians generally re- 
ceived, tho "jetted by Launoy and a Learned Luthe- 
ran Divine, ad a Fragment of another doubted of by 
ſome) and thoſe” written on ſuch an Occaſion as did 
not lead him to ſpeak of this Matter, that we are not 
to expect much from him. 

However we may obſerve, that ſpeaking of our Sa- 
viour, Ep. 1. p. 82. he calls him, dTwyacua 7 uiya- 
.Aoouvns Tu Os, The Brightneſs of the Majeſty of God. 
And ſeems to take it \from Heb. 1. 3. Who being the 
Brightneſs of his Glory, &c. dnawyaspa I Sons 2 Chap- 
ter where the true and proper Divinity of Chriſt is as 

W * as in any "Y of Scripture, Fey 


4 ArtanisM not tbe 


LY 


And, P. 36. that he might perſuade the Corinthians 
to that Humility that wontd prepare em for Peace and 
Unity among themſelves, he propoſes to em the Exam 
ple of chriſt, and tells them that our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, 


tho he was owinlew © meſancouns Gef, the Scepter of the Ma- 


jeſty of God, and might, conſideting the Dignity of his 


Perſon, have come in the greateſt Splendor andGlory, yet | 


he ſhewed his Humility, by ſubmitting to come in a low 
Eſtate. An Expreſſion ſomething like that of the A- 
poſtle, Phil. 2.6. Who being in the Form of God, thought 
it uo Robbery to be egual with God, but made himſelf of no 
Reputation, &c. And, Pag. 72. ſpeaking of the Privi- 
leges of eAbraham, he ſays, Of him as concerning the 
Fleſh the Lord Feſus came. He ſeems plainly to inti- 
mate that Chriſt had another Nature beſide his Human, 
or a more Divine eb Sins : And probably refers to 
Rom. 9. 5. Where the Apoſtle fpeakitty Hkewiſe of the 
Privileges of the Fetps, fays, Whoſe are the Fathers, and 
of whom Chrift as. concerning the Fleſh (the very fame 
Words 73 & cane) came, who is over dll God bleſſed 


for ever, 


In the Beginning of his ſecond Epiſtle he telk them, 
we ought. to think of Jeſus Chriſt as'of God, os wet Oe; 
and that we ought not, lunes gends, To think menuly of 
our Salvation, i. e. of out Saviour; for if we think mean 
things of him, we can expect to reteive but mean'things 
from him. I can fee no difference between thinking 
of him as God, and thinking him God; amd if we do 


not think him God (if we may believe” Clemens) we 


think too meanly of him. Upon the whole it appears, 
that Photius was a little too critical, when he com- 


Plains of Clemens that tho he does not any where bla- 


ſpheme our Saviour, yet he does not ſpeak of him in 
Terms worthy of him as God: And the anonymous 


Author of the Irenicum too bold; when he ſays, that 
Clemens ſeems ſcarcely to allow him to be any more 


— 


* than a mere Man. . 
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Tues Mie are, faith he, before the Eyes af our Lard and 
1 


tber, Igloriſ́ thee for al thing, through the Eternal High 


Proeft Jeſus thy beloved Son, through mam ta thee, tog e- 
ther with him in the Haly G ha, be Glory, nem ad far 


# - This is a gbod Argument for the Divinity of our Sa- 
A join the Son, and Holy Ghoſt, only as the moſſ excel- 


RO RG 8 


Glory be tu God and the Virgin Mother of God ?- 


the Precepts and Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt, with whom be 


— oy 
The nent I ſhall ſpeak of is Polycarp. In his Epiſtle 
to the Philippians, he ſpeaks of Chriſt as our All ceiag 


Ged, and we mut all appear before the Judęmeut Seat of 
chriſt. Here, if he ſpeaks of Chriſt, and not Gad 
the Father, as I think is clear enqugh, he not only 
calls him God, but attributes to him Omnipreſence and 
G ens aft e 1283 i8vhÞ RF ine nen 

z An the Fragments of Palyearp by Euſal. H, J. 4. , 18. 
we have this Doxology: Wherefore I praiſe thee, I blgfs 


ever. Amen. Here we may ſee there 15-90 -Inco! 
ſiſtency between giving Glory to God through Chriſt, 
and with hint z here they are both together.. 


viour; for if e in giving Glory to God the Father, 


lent Creatures, why may ve not join St. Michael too 
as the moſt excellent Angel? or with the Papiſts ſay, 

Tho? in the foregoing Doxology it be ſuid ju the Ha- 
ty Gboſt, yet there are others of the fame Palycarp in 
another Form. Vid. Val. Not. ad Euſeb. p. 73. We 
wiſh you, Brethren, Health in the Lord, cleaving claſe to 


Glory and Honour to God the Father, and the Holy Ghoft, 
for the Salvation of the Eleit Saints, Of the ſame kind 
is that of the Companions of Ignatius Oloriſying in bis 
(i. e. Ignatius*s ) venerable and pious Memory, our Lord 
Jeſus Chriſt, by whom and with whom Glory and Power be 
to the Father with the Holy Ghoſt, in the Holy Church, 


for ever. Amen. 


Indeed ſometimes the Doxologies run in the Holy 


Ghoſt, which is not to be, underftood as our Modern 
Anti-trinitarians.. ſeem to do, by the help of the Haly 
Ghoſt; for that does not ſeem very proper, if bose 5 


2 Fe A not tbe 
but is certainly the ſame with that of Atlienagoras, k 
£67174 mrevuaTE, in the Unity of the Spirit: : and in this 


Senſe our Church in her Liturgy uſes the very Expreſ- 
ſion, in the Unity of the Holy Gho#t, And this is is per- 


fectly all one as to ſay, Glory be to wy Father, * to 1 | 


Son, and to the Holy 1 


Inow come to Euariui. And nee l. Mr. Whiſto thinks 
he has got a mighty Advantage to his Cauſe by the Diſ- 
Eovery he pretends to have made, that thoſe that were 


ſo many of the moſt learned Men of all Parties 


ought to be the interpolated, are the genuine Epiſtles 
of Enatius; T ſhall without diſputing that Point with 
him, ſhew out of both of em together the Divinity of 
Chriſt, keeping the Titles that Mr. Whiſton has green 
them of pH Smaller and Larger Epiſtles.” 

And ſeeing this Collection is deſigned chiefly for the 
uſe of the Engliſh Reader, and the Words in which the 
Deſign of the: Citation lies, ſo few, and ſo commonly 


underſtood by thoſe that have any Learning, I ſhall | 7 


very often leave out the Greek Text, or at leaſt put in 


only that part of it that more immediately concerns 


this Controverſy. I make uſe of Mr. Wiiſto' 8 Edition 

of the Epiſtles. 0 

Pag. 104. Plainly ſpeaking of our Saviour, Ade 
Ing to the Faith and Love which is in Chriſt Jeſus our Sa- 

viour, being Followers of God, and Fung: up our youre 


by the Blood of God. 

The larger Epiſtles have it, the Blood of pril. 
Whether the Arians were more likely to interpolate 
the Word Christ for the Word God, or the Orthodox 
the Word God for the Word Chriſt, I dare appeal to 
the Judgment of any of the Learned but Mr. W. 
Smaller, P. 120. There is one Phyſician fleſhly and ſpt- 


vitual, made and not made, God incarnate, true Life in 


Death, both of Mary and of God. Mark, he was made 
as Man, not made as God, and therefore a true God 


incarnate, and not only as Mr. Whiſton ſays, truly a 


L Ped, that f is, trug Ter a * Mary 2 1 1 


Primitive: Chraſluantty 5 F 


cod, 3 Mlaelas N dd O47: As his Human Nature vas pf 


the Father. \ bs 80 nen anne an 5 
Larger. The ſame Paſſage is thus: Ve have a Phy» 


| 4 ſician, our Lord God. Jeſus Chriſt, .che-only begotten San 
aul the Word, before the World mas; but aft ermard the 


became Man of 'the Virgin Mary; for; the Word was mae 
Fleſh... Who was incorporeal in a Body, impaſſible in a. paſ=- 
ſible Body, immortal in à mortal Body our Lord God.. 


Mr. . tranſlates it, our Lord and-God;' for ſome Rea» 


ſon no doubt; for there is no Sy and, in the Original. 
Our Lord and God is much eaſier applicable to his 


Scheme of a God by Office, and our Lord God much more 


emphatical and expreſſive of Chriſt's real and natura 


r oli dud Ha. 
The only begotten Son and the Word before the N. orld 
was, es didi, before the Ages, or before all Ages, ae 
drr div, as it is often expreſsd in the Fathers, 


with reſpect to the Word or Logos. I know Mr. W. 


will not allow theſe Words to fignif a proper and ab- 
ſolute Eternity; and I confeſs wy or 4wr:s do not al- 


ways do ſo, but ſometimes denote. only a very long 


Space of Time, either paſt or to come. On the con- 
ttary Mr. V. cannot deny that u. does ſometimes 
fignify a proper Eternity, at leaſt 2 parte poſt. I hope 


he is one that does not think the C- ,; the Eternal 
Life of the Bleſſed in Heaven ſhall have an End, what - 


ever he may from his Father Origen think of the Eter- 
nity of the other State, And I confeſs I ſee no reaſon 


why ag dm ſhould not here, and in other Places of 


the Fathers, be taken to ſignify Eternity à parte ante; 


or of Time paſt. I verily believe the Fathers mean 


the very ſame thing. by ar «wor and mes rden didvar, 
And that they mean not only the ſeveral Ages of the 
World's duration, but Ages before the World was; 
and that the true Meaning of the Fathers is all imagi- 
nable Ages or Spaces of Time, which I am ſure is the 


utmoſt we can ſay by the Word dds to expreſs an ab- 


ſolute Eter nity E557 | 
. | Mr. 
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Mr. W. aſſerts in his &th Propoſition, char bur Sdvio | 


our. Das to His Divine Nature, was the 467 Set Di- 
, The * or Word of God before all Ager; and 1 
dak Lm as traly as he has done fome other Palſa- 
ges) turn it the eternal Word ' 'of pd e ro c aan | 
H Exrinot think the Fathers could mean any thing leſs 
thats proper Eternity by theſe Expreſſions \\becnaſ | 
if we ſůp — the Fat W. 


we! ers acquainted with the Sch 
_— of th 3 * miuſt needs know tat 


very dme wpreMions : are uſed coneerning ey . 
e "God = Father, or 'God'when ſpokeniof | 9 


a5 b ltely. Nothing is more common than to expreſs 
che Bierkity ' of God;" by ſeying be was befons' 2 
World; 1 — the Hil; Nor ever the Earth and the Nu 


were made, and ſuch like Expreſſions, as do not ſeem 


to carry the Duration of God ſo far back 4s the ce 
Spes Maler, of the Fathers, with Reſpett to the Lo- 
808. How i it happens 
eyer yet dreamt. of bringing ſuch Exprefſions . an 
Argument againſt the abſolute Eternity of God. 
Another Reaſon why 1 think the Fathers Meet. A 


3 proper Eternity by-theſe Expreffions, is, becauſe they | 
in many Places uſe ſuch Words and Expreſſions as are 


not enpable of any ſuch Reſtriction, and limited Signi⸗ 
fication, as ſometimes the foremention'd-Phraſes are. 

It will be eaſily proved in the Seq uel of this Dil. 
courſe, that the Fathers uſe the W rds ain and 


A οοe, concerning the Logos, or Chriſt's Divine Nature, 


which two Words, if they do not ſignify a proper E- 


ternity, there is no Words, [ think, in the Heel 


Tongue that can do it. 
They likewiſe in a great many! Places ſay in Words, 


Pr to this Effect, that there never was a time when the | | 
Father was not a Father, or when the Son was not with the 


Father, 75 &c. But to return, Who Was 1 ible in 4 
paſſi tble B 0 9, à a:7aV); oy wabile g. | had beſt 
o 


this Place agrees th his Aſſertion, 
that Chriſt ſuffer'd in his Divine Nature; I think na- 


tiuchere aſſerts his Divine Nature was impaſſ tble even 


in the pa tble Body. Who 


I know not; but I think no body | 


18 
5 


— cb bab, 


** he was ihimiortad in 4 mortal Bodys It hath heen ſaid 
dic by ſome of the Fathers, that ſome of the Aris 
41 that even the Divine Nature of Chriſt was not fare: 
| Chitin by which 1 ſuppoſe they meant neceſſarily 
immortal : But ws miſt firppoe þ [rnarius, when his joins 
immortal 8 ee muſt mean that e ne- 
natural Immort 18 Property of the Lo- 
175 Dzvine Nature of Chriſt. 

Larger, Pag. 142. Our Lord and God Jeſus uin 
15 did and then taugt, &e. 

Sid. There is nothin 2 bid from a Lord, hue ou; & 
| Secrets are niph unto bo Let us therefore do all things 
4s become thoſe that have God dwelling in them, that we 
Deer und he God in us. Mr. W. A God 

in ur; we know what kind of God he means. Here 

© Chrift is not only call'd God, but hath one of the pecu- 

. Properties of God, the Knowledge of the moſt ſe- 

ret things attributed to him. 

Theſe Words are the ſame both i in the larger and 
= | 0 | fraller Epiſtles, 

5 Page 148. Lefter. For NP” Jeſus Chriſt was accord- 
wy | j if to the Difpenſation of God, conceived in wy . onib ＋ 


ni 4 er For the on of God who was lernen lues the | 
. 2 World was, and diſpoſed all things according to the W. ll of 
d | his Father, was carried in the Womb of Mary. 

nt Here Chriſt is by the leſſer Epiſtles plainly called 
el, vn C Feſus Chriſt, and the Words out of the larger 
amount to much the fame thing, if we allow that old 
4 } Rule, Whar is bepotren of God aſt be Gl; and that 
= 1 Creation and Providence are the proper Works of a 

© truly Divine Power, peculiar to one that is truly God. 
Pag. 152. Larger. Jonorance was Aiſipared, and Beam | 
” Authoriry mas aboliſhed, God aypearmg as Man, and Man 
Seri 40 Gd. Here is God plainly eontradiſtinguiſfi d 
= from Man, and Man from God. Sure this Place can 
never mean only a God by Office, or a Man made a God. 
S Page 172. Larger. Speaking of the Miniftry, who, 
faith he, are imruſted with the Mmiſtry of Jeſus Cha, 


— 
- — — — 


8 AnlANtsM nt de | 
w | who being begotten by the Father befure the World began, 
was God the Word, the only begotten Son, Y; Hedge, A- 


' | | i S. , . 7 BC? g oat 4 
| I cannot but wonder ſometimes to think why the Fe- 
2 thers ſhould uſe the Word Begetting fo many hundred 
| times, as they do, and ſo very ſeldom (if ever) the 


Word Making or Creating, if Begetting and Creating were 
the fame thing, as Mr. V. ſays. Or if all the Diffe- 


Se 


to 


. 
it rence were that the Son was made by God duzorrdror, Wh 
| | without the Concurrence or Help of am other, and ſo was 
it not properly created, but begotten. But that which! 
it; moſt wonder at is, that the Fathers, till the Arian 
4 | Times, tho' they talk ſo often of the Generation of the 
it Sen, and the Creation of other things, ſhould never 
14 think of that fine Word ahi, that God's beget- | 
if ting his Son was his making him by himſelf, whereas 
1 he was called the Creator, becauſe he made nothing 
if _ Himſelf, but all things by his Son. Indeed Mr. V. (as « 
it he ſomewhere tells us) has a whole Score of Authors « 
F that have either uſed, or not diſapproved the. Uſe f 
14: the Word Create inſtead of Beget, with Reſpect to the c 
5 Son. But I am afraid he is a little aſham'd of em; for Þ 3 
3% he (who is liberal enough of all Conſcience of his Ci- t 
1! tatipns when there is little or no occaſion, either when 
1 | the Point is not to his Purpoſe, or his Citations not to i 
1 the Point) in this that is the moſt to his Purpoſe of an x 
| thing he could prove from the Fathers, only makes n 
i References, 5 in effect bids us go look em. This t 
4 likewiſe puts me in mind of another kind Condeſcen- 
5 tion in Mr. Whiſton to his Readers; who, when he Y t: 
i] comes to prove the Authority of his Conſtitutions from J 1 
iT their Agreement with ancient Authors, ſtuffs one Co- = 
1 Iumn with large Citations, and leaves the other whol- 8 
Fd ly empty, with only References to the Conſtitutions: ſ: 
I confeſs the Work of conſulting is eafier, becauſe he 
refers us but to one Book; but I ſhould think that waſt 21 
Paper had been well employed, if he had given us the MW Y: 
Words of the Conſtitutions themſelves, as well as of tl 
his other Authors; For then we ſhould have been abk h. 
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to make ſome judgment at firſt View, whether they 
had agreed in Expreſſions, or only in Doctrines; tho if 
the very Words agreed, it would yet be an undeter- 


mind Queſtion, whether the Conſtitutions were before 
the Authors, or the Authors before the Conſtitutions, 


and. ſo very hard to be known which of them cited 
from the other, unleſs Mr. V. could give us more clear 
Evidence that the Conſtitutions he would prove Cano- 
nical were expreſly cited by any of the Fathers of the 


three firſt Centuries, which I think he has not yet 


. 4] . 


brought any. one clear Place to prove. Tho” he has 
done what can bedone, and more than any Man would 


do but himſelf; for where-ever he finds any of the 


Words, 4e]dtus, Jud regie, Jude Lilaxy or dd 
Ala Tor 'Anoriaor, &c, all the World cannot help it, 
they muſt refer to the Conſtitutions. And that Book, 
if we believe Mr. Whiſton, I dare ſay had more Titles 


than the Emperor, the King of Spain, or the Czar of 
3 eMHuſcovy. | 


| Larger, Page I 76 4 There 18 a Place where Chriſt is | 


calbd % - & gn7ds aan vows, and Yegyeins Feinns dle 
veel, which I think correſpond much better with 

the Orthodox than the Arian Scheme. Yet ſince the 
Arias do own the Logos to be sc ſubſtantial, and 


in a Senſe sgl yne⁰ a begotten Subſtance, making 
ved and «1:54 begotten and created the ſame, I will 
not inſiſt upon it: Tho? I verily believe the Author of 


, this Epiſtle had no Arian Meaning in it. 


And upon this Occaſion I would remark that this is 


| the Caſe of a great many of thoſe Authorities that 
ſible to 


reconcile 'em to the Arian Scheme, with ſome mere 


Mr. Whiſtoz cites for his Opinion. It it be 


Suppoſitions, ſuch as that begetting and creating are the 


meant God by Office and Appointment, and the like, then 


all goes on his fide, and he will preſs them into the Ser- 
vice whether they will or no, notwithſtanding the Au- 
thors ſhew, by what they ſay in other Places, they 
had no Arian Meaning in 22 1 ED Whos, 
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10 ARIANISNM % be 
The Paſſage laſt referr'd to is thus expreſſed in tic 
leſſer Epiſtles; — * inſpired by bis Grace to 

convince the Unbelievers and diſobedient, that there is n 

God who has manifeſted himſelf by Jeſus Chrift his Son, 
Vn ho is his Eternal Word, ꝭs ien ours A j, not tow 
Ll, ming forth from Silence, who in all things pleaſed him tha 
| ſent him. If ae ald, before all Ages, don't fignify a 
proper Eternity, I hope Mr. V. will not deny that aiJ1@- 
does, or elſe no Word in Greek can do it. Mr. . is 
ſo well affur'd in his own Opinion that he has fully pro- 
ved, that the larger Epiſtles of Ignatius worm genuine 
ones, that I ſuppoſe this Place, to prove the proper E- 
ternity of the Logos, will be of little Weight with him, 
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Ii} but it muſt be conſiderable with others, when the Gene- 
141 rality of the greateſt Criticks, and moſt learned Men of 
11 all Perſuaſions, think the fmaſler Epiſtles genuine. 
[f | Larger, P. 186. In Chrift, who was begotten by 


the Father before all Ages, we werrev atdyoy, Of this 
Expreflion ſee before. 8 
Larger, P. 222. The Virgin Mary did ly conceive 
that Body which had-God inhabiting in it; God the Word 
was really conceiv'd of the Virgin. : „ 
Leſſer, Pag. 234. —- he Will of him who willeth alt 
things, which are according to the Love of jeſus Chriſt 


1 aur God. | 7 BE ; a I FAY 
{518 Leſſer, P. 242. Our Saviour is called again, Our God 
; g | 1 Jeſus Chriſt. | s | = | „ | 
1 Larger, P. 304. ——Being fully and really perſuatled- 


| { of the things concerning our Lord Jeſus Chrift the Son of 
#1 God, the firſt born of every Creature, God the Word, the 
=. only begotten Son, according to the Will and Power of Gad. Wn 
: 118 Here we ſee how little Mr. Whiſtor's Fidelity is to | 
1 de depended on, when he interpolates theſe Words, | 
(according to the Will and Power of God) which are nut 
in the Original, but in the Leſſer Epiſtles out of which I - 
| = has tranſplanted them. Any thing that will ſerve his 
"x e 
Larger, P. 314. For what does a Man profit me, if he 
gommenas me and blaſphemes my Lord, not ewning him to i © 
. : 1e 


f 


; * 


Pinne —— 1255 | 1 23 2M 
he Gul ae Heſt about him. A Gad is always Mr. 5 
| Wihiſton's Way of tranſlating any Place where our. Savi- 


poſes there are. The Greek is oagropteyr bel. 
Larger, P. 346. Wait for Chriſt the Son of God, for 
bin that was before, or above, or- beyond Time, but p- 
2 in time; him that 1 Was * Nature inviſible, bur became 
wo and could not 


| means all NE _ he calls Chriſt Gad, 4 % Tone that 
is truly and by nature God; but ro Whiſtor” s paſſible God 
all is no God, rther than any 4 el or Man, that has 
ift any Power committed to him under God may be and be 
| called a God. I know not how Mr. V. will do with this 
"od Place, unleſs he will ſuppoſe the” ioipaſevl e God chan- 
„geld into a paſſible ne. 
ll P. 360. I wiſh you all Happineſs in cur Cd lese 
of Chriſt. This Pafſage is in both the Smaller and Lar- 
the ger Epiſtles. 
od. |þ And thus I have, I think, fully proved, that neither 
to the Larger nor Smaller Epiſtles of Ignatius, will at all 
ds, ſerve Mr. Mhiſton 8 ö 1 
ot Ibbere are, it may be, ſome few Places that be e- 
ch qually applicable to the Orthodox or the Arian Scheme, 
is but thoſe are not worth our Notice; they prove no- 
ting either Way. 
he - There are likewiſe two or chree Places chat axhouy 
ro to 5 our Biſhops, as ng ail the Father. But 


our is calld God. I wonder Ns many Gods he/ſup- ; 


e theſe : 
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12 Arb wrt 
theſe may eaſily be ſuppos d to mean Chriſt as Man; x 
as the Mediator betwixt God and Man. Jonarius: 


- — ——— —u—— 4 — — 
* 


Phil. 2. 6. "does to Humility, Bw the Example of 


cerning Chriſt, and inconſiſtent with his being up- 


Hall try whether upon that Suppoſition they will do. 


Jeſus Chriſt was born in Appearance, and crucified in Aps | i 


might as well exhort us to Obedience as the Apoſtle, 


Chrift... 
-Tevnſeſs; both the anonymous Author ofthe Irevicwns 
and Sandius mention theſe as too mean Expreſſions con- 


poſed to be Ged, but againſt all Reaſon. It would be 

as àbſurd to infer, when Chriſt is in ſome Places call'd 

only the Son of Mun, that therefore he is not God, as 

it a be when he! is ſometimes called the Son of God 

w_ God, that he is not the Son of Man and Man. 

"Now finee Mr. Wh; ſton pretends to prove the Pele 

; Epiftles that go under the Name of Ignatius, that to 
Tarſus, to the Ant ioc hians, and to Herô, are genuine, con- 

traty to the Opinion of moſt learned Men hitherto, I 
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him any Service to prove his Arian Scheme. I think 
they are more poſitive againſt him than the other. 
And firſt of the Epiſtle to Tarſus. | 
Page 363. Wherefore (faith Ignatius ) Tn really: Fon 15 
Fire, 12 wild Beaſts, for the Sword, for the Croſs, ſo'l | 
ray” "bur ſee Chriſt” oy Saviour and my God, who died 


or me. 


Bid. He ſpeaks of fois Hereticks, that aſſerted that 


pearance, and died in Appearance; others, that he is not 
the Son of the Creator; others, that he is the God over alt; 1 
others, that he is a meer Man. : 
l eite this Place becauſe I would ſhew it will not 
ſerve Mr. Ws Purpoſe. We' ſee here this Author 
makes it equally heretical to ſay that Chriſt is not te © 
Son of the Creator, or that he is the God over all, that 
3s, the Father (or the God abſolutely. without any Di- = 
ſtinction of Father and Son) or a mere Man. W : 
The Cerinthian Hereticks held what the . ben 1 
did afterwards, that Chriſt was not the Son of the Cre- | 
wr, but of dme inferiour Aeons, as Byrhus and Wa 8 ; 

And 


f * = 7 
5 „7 


| Parrapaſſent did afterwards,that Chrift-was Grd'abſttares 
h, and therefore ſuffer'd only in Appearance. 
page 365. Alo je know that he that was born f Wo- _ 
inan is the Son of God, and he that was erucified'it the f 
born of every Creature, and God the Word, aud hi malle all = 
thi 4. 5 12 ; N r 1 q e Tek TEL * EC * | 
- Here we ſee; our Saviour is the Son of God (no 
doubt as God) for he is God the Word dat xd &! . 
= © The firſt horn of every | Creature, © I obſerde, where 
Mr. V. meets with theſe Words he puts em in falicł. 
I ſuppoſe he thinks they are very much fbr him: 
But if he would conſider that Place, Col. . 1 5. withs 
out Prejudice; he might perhaps be of another Mind. 
I ſhould think: if che Apoſtje had meant by he 
frſt born of every Creature: the Hirſt Creature "that 
| was made, he ſhould rather have faid cih e ven 
vriceas, the firſt made of every Creature; eſpecialhyj 
vwhen immediately (ſpeaking of the making of other 
things) he changes the Word for that which properly 
ſignifies "making, or creating, fur all things (ſaith be) 
were made by him, euTiSn > 10 that 1 doubt not but tho? 
the Logos with Reſpeck to God was ae e the firſt 
born in the ſtricteſt Senſe, yet with reſpect to the Cre 
ation it ſignifies that he is as the firſt born of God, the 
Heir of the whole Creation; nay the Author of it, the 
= en Th x[iowos, as it is in the Revelation, the Begining 
e the Creation of God, that is, the Principle, the Cauſe 
z of the Creation; not the firſt: Creature that was made. 
And that the Apoſtle means ſo here I think is clear, by 
the Reaſon he gives why he calls him ac#]5roru, &. 
the firſt born of every Creature; for (faith he) byhim 
were all things: created, whether Things in Heuuen, or 
= Things on Earth, &c. All things were 'created'by him 
and for him. Mr. V. can never perſuade me, that a 
1 mere Creature can be the Creator and Preſerver of all 
aus things, or that all things were made either h or for 
re- Creature, as the Apoſtle here ſays they were by. ant 
ge. er the Son of God, However, it W 
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wants to ſtrike it out for an Interpolation, *twill be na 


| but only commanded his Son to do it. 


bur his Song &. b 
by whom all things were made, &c. aud nat e God 4 


7M 7 e Jews and G entiles, and neither to introduce a Aul. N 
ene of Gods, nor to deny Chriſt under pretence of the 


bim the ae of - every Creature, becauſe alt 
40 by kit, "end he: is Heir of al 


things were 1 
Here Mr. W. gives us a Caſt of his Office of corrett- ih 


i. 


things. BET © on 


ing and ſupplying the Defatts of Authors; for after Me 


theſe Words, Aud he made all things, he puts in (I 
won't ſay interpolates) theſe Wo arg [by the Command i 
of his Father] which are not in the Greek, I thought N 
Mr. V. had been making a Tranſlation, not a Tara. 2 
Aud if it be ſo eaſy a thing Eo Words to 

creep out of the Margin into the Text, as Mr. bim f. 
often ſuppaſes when any thing lies in his way, and he 


leſs eaſy to take away two Brackets, and then the We 
Words will grow good Text. But methinks he is 4 (i 
little injurious to God the Father by what he puts in, c 
I ſhould think God the Father could. hardly be calfd WG 
the Creator, if he did nothing himſelf in the Creation, "ve 


2 
Pag. 366. he ſhews what he meant before by 6 Ged tl 
ever all; and that he 15 not God over all, and the Father, "8 


Pag. 367, Nor is hides 4 l bt übe | 
W ord, aud the owly on, San. 


The eiae ss che Keen . 
Pag. 373. he cautions them to rejecł all rus of 755 


88 


ty of God. To deny Chriſt under pret ence of the Uni- 

of God, is no dou: to deny him to be God under 
5s "of the Unity of God, i. e. under pretence 
that there can be —. one God. It is to be obſerv'd, 
theſe Heretical Fews believ'd in Chriſt, but they did 
not believe him to be really aud by N ature God. n is 
certain they could not but believe him one of Mr. Whis i 
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OB 1." us 


ſon's Gods, a God by Office and Appointment, elſe they 


. all And rains _ * 


. Pede einen 


. not to dem Chris, ane pre | 
bee of the Unity of God he muſt mean they ſhould | 
Mot under pretence of the Unity 
E and ng oi by Office aus uin. To 
. Then Pag. 173, 174, 175. he tells us, Moſer faid to 
2 N 49 God is one Lord, and yet os 
1 „ when he ſay 3 Lord rained Fire au Brims 
2 Fone ns rg om the Lord out of Heaven. That God by the 
Prophet ſaith, Beſudes me there is no God, and yet the 
> Prophet tells us, that unto us a Son is ta my 
2 be called the wonderful Counſellor, the he ro God, God | 
be called Emanuel, God with ut. That 
Beliſt ſay, that God the Father is the only trus god, 32 
that the Word was God. And at length, W. 5. con- 
Ictudes, Whoſoever therefore preaches tha there it but one 
. alone, in ſuch a manner phe away the Divi 
F Chriſt, "he is a Devil, and an Enemy of all Righte 
1 Ws. Now none of the Hereticks, no body, not evert 
"the Socinians 28 lves, or any of their Predeceſſors 
Wor old, deny*d Chriſt to be God by Office aud Appoint- 
ment; and therefore this Author, if he ſpeaks to any 
body, or to any Purpoſe, he muſt mean a real pond 
per Divinity; that is, 1⁰ preaching the Unity of God, 
as to deny Crit to be truly and naturally God. 
Then, Pag. 376. he calls fuch as Mr. V. that 
the real, proper and natural 1 of Christ, a greit 
of | many hard Names, Dogs and 65 Dragons and 
Fi 9 3 Aſps, Baſilick and Scorpions, &c. all which he might 
the have ſpar'd, for he had made Jong Devils before. If 


4 
* 


ni- "rg was the Author of this Epiſtte, he was al- 
ler moſt as zealous for the Belief of our Saviour's proper 
1CC . natural Divinity, e ; 


The Epiſtle to Hero. Ef : 
5 Pug. 38x. If any one call ah Sends Lok 4 4 
bin meer Man, he is a Jem, a Murtherer of Chri#t. EN 
ey Mr. . _ us to Manuſcripts, where nl is | 
een * 3 but tis in ſo * Places of theſe E- 
bs: | nan... : pilties, 


- 
5 
nr 4 
* 
ty | | 


of God deny Him to 


1 exiſtence and Divinity : His Pre- exiſtence, he was more 


16 AAA 184 10 the . 


piſtles, chat he might have kept it in without] Reackordrs 

I obſerve there is no Oppoſition. between being. a 
mere. Man, and being God, in Mr. Whiſton' s:Senſe : One 
may call him a mere Man, and immediately call him 
God, and in both ſay truly. And therefore 4 conc lude, 2 
When Ignatius condemns calling our Lord a meer Man, 
tis all one as if he had cenſured denying him to be 
truly Gad. L think there is nothing more that Aae 
wy uy either to Mr. Vhiſton or me, in this Epiſtle. 
| n_the whole, I think I have brought enough, 15 
rp out of the Larger and Smaller Epiſtles, and thoſe 7 4 
three newly diſcovered too, to prove that Mr. W. has 
made no great Purchaſe for the Ari an by all the Pains | I 
he has taken about Ignatius. 

It is very ſtrange to me, that if Ienatin had thought 5 
Chriſt to be God only in Mr. Whiftor's Senſe, 5. e. 4 9 
2 or hy the Appointment of God, we ſhould never have 
he leaſt Hint of it in any one of tale, ang Places © 8 
W is 5170 plainly. ſtiled Ged. . ec Ws 


The next Father Fenn ie 1 * i) 
tho he be not, as ſome of the Fathers ſometime ſeem d Fo 
to think, an inſp ired Writer, yet is certainly a very 
antient Author, = probably liv'd in the Time of the 
Apoſtles, as he muſt certainly do, if he be, as ſome 
think, that Fermas mention'd by St. Puul. Others in- 
deed place him much lower, 5. e. in the ſecond Cen- 
tury; gn td conſider that Point of Chronology 1 is a- 
bove me, and not my Buſineſs at this time. We have 
only a Latin Tranſlation of his Book, but probably a : 
good one, ſince it agrees ſo well with thoſe Parts of 
the Greek Text we find cited by other Fathers. 

The Author, Simil. g. hath theſe Words: Indeed 
the Son of God is more antient than any Creature, aud ſate | 
in Council with his Father about making the Creatures | x 
Theſe Words ſeem plainly to prove both his Pre- 


antient than any Creature; his Divinity, tis below | t 


the 255 to conſult wich any one Creature abou f 


3 Chi. 17 
| making other Creatures, he that i 1s of Council to cod 


| ouſt himſelf be God. 
Some pretend tis uncertain nber cheſe Words 4 


0. 1 enn of Chriſt, becauſe Hermas, Sim. 5. calls the Son 
11; of God the Holy Spirit. But tis plain he does this in 
o be 2 general Senſe, as any of the Three Perſons may be 
nifies called an Holy Spirit; and the whole Context thews 
fle. 19 are ſpoken of our Saviour. 
ugh, Sim. g. The Name of the Son of God is great and i _ 
boſe Þ 1 menſe, and the whole World is ſuſtained (upheld) by him 
has if And a little after, Every Creature of God is ane 
Pains & (upheld) by bis Son. Here we ſee the Son of God is 
& plainly implied not to be a Creature, but the Upholder 
aght | of every Creature; and if the Conſervation of the 
1 4 { whole Creation here attributed to the Son by Hermas, 
have | do not ſhew he thought him truly God, I know not 
} what can do it, 


Ihe next Father I ſhall mention 15 Barnabas, Ed. 
Viſſi, 1680. I ſhall not much concern my ſelf with 
the Diſpute between Learned Men concerning this E- 
piſtle, whether it be genuine or no. Some Learned 
23 Men tell us it was never heard of till Juſtin Martyr : 
= Hecites the falſe Eſdras as a true Prophet; and Ter- 
tullian tells us it was rejected by the Greek Churches. 
But we need not doubt it was antient. 

Pag. 219. Plainly ſpeaking of our Saviour, he calls 
" i the Sun, the Work of his Hands. 

Pag. 217. Whereas he is the Lord of. the whole World, 
to whom God ſaid before the Creation of the World, Let 5 
us make Man after our Image, and after our Likeneſs. 

Pag. 238. Herein alſo we have the Glory of Jeſus, that 
„all things were by him and for him. | 

Il think theſe Places unexceptionably prove both the 
Fe, Pre-exiſtence and the Divinity of ChriSt. 

There are ſome other Places that might be brought 
out of this Epiſtle, but becauſe they are more difpu- 
table, Iwill omit them. | 
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uach be a Fiction, yet it being an antient Book, and 


Man, or God and Man. 


God of Righteouſneſs, meaning the Meſſias. 


he ſhall ſave Iſrael, and all Nation. 9 


will appear on Earth in form of an humble Man. 


Fleſh. | 1 
the Book is of no great Authority; however Teſtimo- 


Here are Titles given to Christ as high and great as can 9 


Par. Ed. 
| math theſe Words: Who * the Logos, the Word of 


Tho? che Book called the Teſtaments of che 13 Pa- e 
Mr. W. by his citing of it ſeeming to ſet ſome Value 5 
upon it, I will briefly cite ſome Paſſages of it, which 
ſeem to make it plain what was the Doctrine of the | 5 2 
Church at that time, or at leaſt of the Author of that | 4 
Book. Fe 

Teſt. Sim. The Lord the Great God of Iſrael appearing Þ 
on Earth as a e Man, &c. He calls the Meſſias 7 - 


Levi Teſt. The Lord ſhall appear e A 4 o| * 
Jus &c.——By the ſuffering of the Moſt High. x 
Teſt. Fud. Metition is made of the [> ce of the | 


Teſt. Zab. And ye ſhall ſee God in the Likeneſs il 
Teſt. Dan, For the Lord ſhall be in is midi of ber, i i.e. | . 
Jeruſalem, converſing with Men, &c. = 


pad; amaiorac Ae Earth among 6 I 


eo Aſer. The Mot High ſhall wiſh r the Earth, hed | =. 


coming as 4 e Man, eating and drinking with fem; &c. 
Teſt. Benj,—Worſhipping the King of Heaven, that 1 ; 


Then he tells us the 1/raelires ſhall be judged, becauſe ; 
they did not believe in their Deliverer, God mig in the 


Theſe Teſtimonies 1 no Comment. I confeſs 
nies out of it may be as good againſt Mr. V. as for him. 
well be given to che . b God. 


I now come to Fuſtine Martyn; and I ſhall 3 5 lf ; 
his Teſtimonies 1 in n as they are in his Werks, 


Cohort. ad Grec. pag. 26; ſpeaking of our Saviour, he ; 


God, F 


Primitive Chriſtuanity, 19 

2 Pa. God, a. Sudue, undiſtinguiſh'd, or not ſeparate in 
Power, taking upon him Man made after the Image and 
Similitude of God,” &c. ee e 
;hich | 1 | Axdeis G- Juvdper, not ſeparate, not diſtinguiſh d in Pomer. 
Af there be no difference between the Power of God 
that he F ather, and of the Logos or Son, ſure the Son muſt 


needs be Gd. ccf , e e A. 
urine He took upon him Man made after the Image of God. 
Go 7 Mr. Whiſton may conſider how a Body with only a ſen- 


" tive Soul, which he ſuppoſes the Logos to have aſſum'd, 


— 


. can be Man ut all, much leſs Man made after the Image 
ef God. „ SOF-£6t , oy teas Tos 


J 


f the = pol. 1. pag. 44. But his Son, who alone is uelasy 

| properly or peculiarly his Son, the Logos (Word) being with 

bim, and begotten by him, cuνꝗ x Y ., before the 

Creation; for by him at the DE made he all things. ; 

e. It cannot enter into my Head, that he that can 

make a World can be leſs than truly and properly God; 

and then he muſt be Eternal, tho? Juſtine puts the 

Words only before the Creation. We know the very 

ſame Expreſſions, before the World was, &c. are uſed 

in the Scriptures in a Multitude of Places concerning 

God the Father, without any Prejudice to our Belief 

of his proper Eternity, more being (as is uſual in ma- 

ny caſes) to be underſtood than is expreſs'd. 5 

The Word cr puts me in mind of a very clear 3 

Argument that Juſtine M. muſt needs think the Logos | 

er Son of God to be truly and by Nature God. *Tis plain 

from many Places, that he thought the Lord that a- 

LF peared to Moſes at the Buſh was the Logos or Son of God. 

= Now he that appeared ſtyles himſelf the God of Abru- 

oa bam, Iſaac, and Jacob, and makes himſelf known to 

Moſes by his Name Jehouab, 5 a, or I am. Now if 

this Name imply Eternity or neceſſary Exiſtence, and 

if this Name belong to him that appeared to Moſes, 

rks and he that appeared was the Logos, as Juſtine certain- 
ly thought he was; it muſt needs be that Juſtine muſt 


hk think that the Logos is Eternal God. 
1 3 1 Pag. 


fs of 


© 
Pag. 60. Having ſpoken before of the rational Wor- 
ſhip the Chriſtians paid to God, he ſays of the Son 
and Spirit, Having learnt that he (i. e. Jeſus Chriſt) 
is the Son of the true God; und eſteeming him in the ſe- 
cond Place, and the Prophetical Spirit in the third Order, 
11/18 we ſhall ſhew' we with reaſon worſhip them. The Word o 
indeed is 7:4@4%, we honour them; but muſt be un- 
ddeerſtood of that folemn Worſhip ſpoken of in this 
place. I can here diſcern no difference in the Degree 
of Worſhip paid to the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; 
only the Father is firſt, the Son in the ſecond Place, 
and the Holy Ghoſt in the third (it would be abſurd 
to do otherwiſe:) but they ſeem each of them to be 
worſhipped as truly God. . 
Pag. 68. — And Jeſus Chriſt, who alone is properly a 
Son begotten by God, lb idivs i. Oe jz; and 
being his Word and his Firſt-born, hath taught us theſe a 
- things. Here is ſuch a Heap of Words to diſtinguiſh 
the Son of God from any Creature, that it's a wonder if 
Fuſtine could, like Mr. Whiſton, think this Generation 
| and Creation to be the ſame thing. We» 7 cre; BY 
f Pag. $6. But that the Prophetick Spirit might declare, 
| that he that ſuffered theſe things was to have an ineffable 
j 0 12 kind of Gencration, àrendui ynrer Y-, and was to reion 
over his Enemies, he ſaith thus, Who ſhall declare his ge- 
 neration | e N 
4 This muſt be meant, not of our Saviour's Generation 
as Man, nor of his Generation or Creation in Mr. Whi= 
's il; 3 ſt ons Senſe 5 for neither of thoſe are ineffable, further 1 
— 1 than the Creation or making of all Creatures are.inef- 8b 
me Fable, but of that Generation by God the Father, where- 
1 | j by he was idies and xveles, properly and in a tranſcendent i 
64 manner (as Juſtine ſpeaks in other Places) the Son of M2 
110 God, and therefore truly and properly God. And ( 
NN this Mr. W. is fo ſenſible of, that he dare not deny, 
| but perhaps he was made or created of the Eſſence or Sub- 
ſtance of God. Now *tis hard to conceive how, if he 
were made of the Eſſence or Subſtance of God, he 
ſhould be any thing leſs or worſe than truly God; 
Ee - 1 for 
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= ; Wor to oppoſe) this would be truly todebaſe che abe 

G 

a(t) Pag. 88. Believing (ith Juſtine) him to be the Firſts 
e- "be atten or Firſt-barn of the Unbegotten Cad; d ge- 
| 1 25 Ty eysvire , Sed . I believe if Juſbine had been 
ord. of Mr. Whiſton's Mind, he underſtood Greek wellenough 
un- 1 # have ſaid, r. e ae Tal a Oo Nr, the firſt 
this md moſt noble Creature that was made by the un- 
zree made or uncreated Gd. 

oſt | f Pag. 95. For at that time when Moſes Was commended 


o go down into Egypt, and to bring out the People of Iſrael 
rom thence, as he fed his Fatber-in-law's Sheep in the 
2 Arabia, our Chriſt ſpake to him out of the Buſh 
under the appearance of Fire. Here you ſee Juſtine 


ly a och that twas Chriſt appeared to Moſes." This 
and 4 3 Fame Chriſt calls himſelf che God of Abraham, Ge. 
heſe Wand tells him his Name was Jehovah, 5 or, I am. Ju- 
uiſh tine muſt then certainly be lieve, that this Chriſt was 


truly God. 
tion Pax a 25 5 uſtine ſpeaks to Trypbo i in theſe Words : 
Ah 


e preſent give me leave to mention what Propheſies I 


ki 5 
EY # 4 


7 2 If to be called the Lord of Hoſts be not a Title 
every where appropriated to the God of {rae by all the 
Frophets, I know not what is. 

Pa. 267. Says Trypho, I have heard your Opinion, and 


tion it ſeems to me wonderful, and what cannot be prov'd ; for 
hi- " to what you ſay, that this Chriſt of yours did pre-exiſt, 
her being God before all Ages, and after that condeſcended to 
nef- he born and become Man, it ſeems to me not only paradoxi- 
re- cal, but ridiculous. Well (faith Fuſtine) I know this Say- 
lent ing will be a Paradox to you, and of thoſe of your Nation: 
1 of But ſuppoſe I cannot prove that he did pre-exiſt, as being 
ind Cod the Son of the Creator of all things, yet you can only 


© ſay in this I am miſtaken, for he may ſtill be the Chriſt : 
For there be ſome of us Chriſtians who believe him to be 


"he the Chriſt, tho? they do not believe him to be God; with 
he Wh whom 7 do not agree. Says Trypho, Thoſe of you that be- 
d ; lieve that your Chriſt was born a mere Man, and * Ele- 
for tion 


pleaſe, to prove that Chriſt is bath God and the Lord of 
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believed than you. For we our  ſebves expect our Meſſias 


um. I have ſomewhat ſhorten'd Fuſtine's Dialogue, 


Chriſt is 'a God by Appointment, as he is the King and | 4 


be ſo. Nay does not Typhe himſelf plainly come in 


thing more than created. 


Aim and Unition inaugurated Chriſt, are mare eaſily to be 
will be born a Man, aud that Elias will come and anoint 


but am very ſure I have neither left out apy material 7 
Part, nor miſtaken the Senſe of it. 0 Wo 

H there were no other Place in Fuſtine tor prove chat . 
he believed Chriſt to be really and by N#ture God, and 
not only God by Office and Appointment, this one were 
enough to do it. For did either the Cerinthians and 
Ebionites of old, or do the Socinians now deny that 


Head of his Church? Nay indeed as Chriſt he muſt 


with this Notion ? only denies what the Ebionites be- 
heved, that our Saviour f 18 the true Meſſe: 4; that was 4 8 
Do come. | bo . 
If Fuſtine had "PIO Bd was it not begelfry 40 
and almoſt unavoidable that he ſhoy!d here declare "3 
himſelf to this Purpoſe ? e Trypho, 1 agree with you, 9 5 
« and ſome of our Chriſtians, that our Chriſt is not a 
4 God by Nature, but by Office and Appointment of God; 4 IF 
< only my Opinion is, that that noble Spirit, that i in 4 
e Fulneſs of Time took Fleſh upon him, and became 
ce the Soul of Chriſt our Meſſias, did pre- exiſt before 
cc a1l Ages, and was even then appointed a God by the = 
<« only True God. * 
Pag. 332. For he mas the only begotten Son of the Father "1 


* 


— —_— =” 


of all things, the Word properly bepotten of him, idias e. 7 
ve . Surely properly begotten muſt fignify ſome- | 1 


a». 
. 
R 
* 2 » — 
2 % * 
8 
** ” 


Pag. 340. For he (Joſhuah) gave them only a Temporal 
Inheritance, as not being Chriſt the God, nor the Son of God. 
Pag. 354. But that the Holy Ghoſt | in the Scriptures 

calls Chrift God, I have ſhewn at large. It had been to 
much purpoſe to prove to Trypho that our Saviour was 
a God by Office, when he believed already the Meſſias 
was to be ſo: And therefore no * what Faſting 

deſign was to prove him truly God.” 
Pag. 


| Primitive Chriflionity. 2; 4 
1 1 ee 385. Says he to Trypho; For if ye had underſtood 

Fa CS 4 ſaid by the Prophets, ye would not haue deny d him 
o be God, who it the Son of the ouly and e | 
ſineſfalle God. He ſeems to! Argue, that becauſe. he. i » 
; anger he muſt be God. ned GU 
2 x that Chriſt, who i is Lord and God, is 
. 8 15 ery. 81 ry” 
1. fin 1 hays overlook'd ſome 


Be 


5 

op *, 
þ LY 
* * $ 


5 
5 


Paſſages chat _ ma- 


Pay 95. For thy that 2 the Son 15 ; th et are 


ou, 1 Ps none but God. 


o 3 wad bins thought be roars ene Gato the World, 87 


vant or Miniſter, neither Angel nor Prince, nor any of 
= thoſe that govern either in Heaven or Earth, but the very 
» Maker and Creator of all things, who made the Heavens, 
and ſſut the Sea up within its Bounds, &c. What Mr. 
= Whiſton may think I cannot tell; but I can't believe 
1 1 Juſtine thought him, of whoſe creating, preſerving 
| 5 and governing Power he here and in the following 
Words gives ſuch a large Pn,” to as ay Eng 
leſs than very Gd. 

Pag. 56. Wherefore, faith Juſtine, we are itn A- 
ih | 3 and we confeſs indeed we are ſu with reſpeſt to 
us thoſe that are commonly called Gods, but not with 25 to 
the moſt true God and Father of Righteouſneſs," & c. Him 
| therefare, and tis Son that cane from him, and bath 
8 Us theſe things, &c. and the Prophetick . Spirit, do 
we Worſhip and adore. Fhis is a plain and full Place to 
| thew us Fuſtine's Opinion both of the Wan of the Son 


and 


* 


4 
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9 ARITIANIS M not the 


and the Holy Ghoſt, not only from his declaring that 
Chr:ſtians worſhip all three (tho? that be a good Argu- 


ment, for the Worſhip of any Creature was never de- 
fended till the Arian Scheme forc'd them to it) but 


alſo becauſe Juſtine plainly oppoſes the Worſhip'of 


the Father, Son and Holy Ghoſt (whom he calls the 


Prophetick Spirit) to the Worſhip of the Heathen j 
Gods; and would not certainly mention any in oppo- | 


fition to the Heathen Gods, that he did not believe to 
be God. And indeed Juſtine all along calls the Holy 
Ghoſt the Propherick Spirit, owning him a Perſon ; and 


tho” he do not expreſiy call him God, yet he in effect 


calls him ſo, when he owns he is to be worſnippꝰd with 


the Father and the Sun, and that he was that Spirit that 


inſpired all the Prophets to foretel ſo many things to 
come to paſs ſo many Ages aſter, which none but he 
J wo oO DG ow td 

Pag. 275. I will try to perſuade you that know the Scrip- 


tures, that there 4s another beſides the Creator of all things 
that is and is called God, de wv xiysrw D, not only 6 
called, but is God. This he does from the Appearances | 


of God to Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob, and Moſes; 
which he ſuppoſes to be by the Logos, and not God the 
Father. 3 v ALY Ws 

So that upon the whole, I think it is clear that Ju- 
ſtine M. believed both the Son and the Holy Ghoſt to 
be really, truly, and by Nature God, and not to be calfd 
ſo only on account of any Office or Power they received 
by the Deſignation or Appointment of God, 


I ſhall now produce Teſtimonies out of Tatian, the 
Scholar of Juſtine, who is cited by Euſebius as a Man of 
great Learning, and the Writer of a great number of 
Books, all which are now loſt, except his Oration a- 


gainſt the Greets. ke, 08 

Tatian at the End of juſtine Martyr, Par. Ed. 
Pag. 146. For the Heavenly Logos (Word) being a Spi- 
rit begotten by the Father and the Logos (Mord) from or of 
his rational Power, after the Example or in — of 
; nn 


* 


S. Fa eee keene 


.* 
a— Cs mo — 4 i. a 


a> od: ef Ku 


mne to ſay that God has a Son. 


Son being in the Father, 


" Pinitive ein lion * 
bum that leger him, made Man the Image 7 lm 


E  tality.. | 
Pag. 146. We Ls: him to b 7 ubous YA dex the 


P rinciple, Beginning, or Cauſe of the World. 

Pag. 146. The Logos therefore before the Creation of 
2 was the Maker of the Angels. 

By theſe Places we plainly ſee the pre eri of 
our Saviour, that he is a diſtinct Perſon from the Fa- 
ther, begotten by him, and of him, of his rational 
Power, and that he was with the F ather, the Maker 
of all other things, and particularly Angels and Men. 

And he that was thus begotten by and of God, and was 


with God the Father, the Maker of the World, muſt 


needs be God. And I think the Arians cannot be guil- 
ty of a greater Abſurdity than to aſcribe to our Saviour 


| thoſe Works, that if we know any thing of God or 


his Works, are Works of infinite Power, and peculiar 
to Ton, and yet not believe him to be God. 


I now come to Athenagoras, ad 8 Juſt. e 


4 Par. Ed. Having hinted in his Apology to the Empe- 
rors for the Chriſtians, that they 


were common- 
ly charged with being Atheiſts ; after a pretty long 
Diſcourſe, not pertinent to be recited here, he _ 
ceeds Page 10 to this Purpoſe. 

I have ſufficiently demonſtrated that we are no Atheiſts, 
who aſſert one unbegotten, eternal, and inviſible Being, &c. 
who made all things by his Word : Ve believe alſo in the 
Son of God. Nor let any one think it a ridiculous thing in 
For we do not think either 
of God he Father, or of his Son, according to the Fables of 


; the Poets, who make their Gods no better than e Men : For 
the Son of God is the Logos Word of the Father, in Idea 


and Energy. For by him, and through him, were all things 
made ; — 55 the Father and the Son are one Unum, che 
and the Father in the Son, by the 
Unity and Power of the g Spirit, %- 5 ye e cel Y e 
& ad, evori}t d uli o- al:. And a little after he 


proceeds concerning the Holy 8 


= 


W's 


S. \ 
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Mir ſay farther, that the Holy Spirit, that acted in the 


Prophets, does flow from and return to God, as the Rays of 


the Sun. Who would not wonder then to hear us call d A- 
theifts, who preach God the Father, and God the Som, and 
the Holy Ghoſt, and ſet forth both their Pomer, (Force) 


in their Union, (Unity) and their Diſtinction in their Or- 


der. Achunures ad Thr & 7 Ti waee dulalun, x 3 e 
Th Te; Juaignow ; So Athenagoras. - 


I fancy Mr. Whiſton, when he reads this Paſſage, J 


muſt think Athenagoras talks like one of his modern 
Myſtery-mongers, he ſo often reflects upon in his 
Book. It looks ſo like our modern Trinity in Unity, and 
Unity in Trinity, that Athanaſins himſelf, that great 
Corrupter of Mr. Wh:$tor's Primitive Faith, could 


hardly have expreſs d it more fully. This Paſſage al- 
ſo ſeems to favour the Perichoreſis, ſo often ſpoke of by 
the later Fathers. It likewiſe ſeems to hit the Arians, 


when Athenagoras, ſpeaking of the Son, ſays the World 


was made not only 41 av7s by him, as the Inſtrument of 


God the Father, which the Arians would grant, but 


mes au from him or by him, as a Principal Agent to- 


gether with the Father, which they would deny. *Tis 
to be obſerv'd too, that he ſays, when the Son pro- 
ceeded from the Father, to make the World, it was 
not 5 VEVG voy ut factum, as made or created. | : 
Me have another plain Paſſage, P. 2. We aſſert our 
Belief of Sod, and the Son his Logos (Word) and the 


Holy Spirit, united indeed in Power. Hound, x due 


wi, the Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. 


Theophilus Antiochenus, at the End of Juſt. M. he 
ſpeaks plainly of a Trinity, Lib. 1. ad Aatol. pag. 94. 


He tells us, Thoſe three Days that preceded the Crea- 


tion of the World were a Type of the Trinity; of God, of 


his Word, and of his Wiſdom; where, by Wiſdom, 
he means the Holy Spirit. And that he did not mean 
this Trinity in the Aria» Senſe is plain, Pag. 100. 


where he calls our Saviour, 7% Ayer 7% wa M 


© nee ſon oy nagdi. Oe, The Logs always implanted in the 
F | ; | | Heart 


* wp” 


'- * ' - Primutive Chriſtranity. ug 
Heart of God, And that before any thing was made he 
had him for his Counſellour, dy geh ers, and'a lit- 
| tle after, Oes z, oy d A9 e? e Oel Tepuras, the Nord 
being God, and ſprung of God, &c. e 
Hsͤ ere it is very plain that our Saviour is God of Oo, 
and was always with God. 4 OL VO 
| Jreneus, Ed. Fevard. © \ Mie 
I come now to ſhew the Doctrine of Trenens,”dd to 
the true and proper Divinity of Chriſt, and of the Ho⸗ 
„„ #76 0 e 
T.ib. 2. Cap. 43. Having there been ſpeaking of the 
Imperfection of our Knowledge, and that we muſt not 
expect to know things like God ; he hath theſe Words, 
Neque enim infectus es, O homo, neque ſemper coexiſtebas 
Deo, ut proprium ejus Verbum. Neither art thou uncrea- 
ted, O Man, nor didſt thou always coexis+ with God, as 
his proper Mord. PE 8 888 
Hy the Word is no doubt meant the Son of God; 
and Jreneus tells us, he always Coexiſted with Godt 
= that is, is Eternal, if God be ſo; contrary to the A- 
rian Doctrine, that there was a Time when he was not. 
Lib. 4. cap. 8. He intimates, Immenſum patrem, 4 
filio menſuratum, menſura enim patris est filius, quia ra- 
pit eum. That the immenſe Father is meaſured 2 the Sons 
For the Meaſure of the Father is the Son; becauſe he com- 
prehends him. By meaſuring here he means to be of e- 
qual Magnitude and Excellency ; and in that Senſe, 
what is immenſe as God is, can be meaſur'd by nothing 
but what is it ſelf immenſe, and therefore muſt be God. 
Lib. 1. cap. 2. He calls Chriſt our Lord and God and 
Saviour. . | y 
Lib. 3. cap. 10. He was God that was both made known 
in Judea, and manifeſted unto thoſe that did not ſeek after 


. x 


| Cap. 20. Therefore he united Man to God, &c. anda 
. little after, = 
25 It was meet that the Mediator between God and 
4 Man, ſhould, by his Alliance to both, (per ſuam ad u- 
E 2 troſg; 
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28 ARIANISM not tibe 
troſqʒ domeſticitatem) bring both to Friendſhip and Concord: 
If theſe Words do not ſignify, the Mediator was 
truly. God, as well as truly Man, no Words can do it: 
Cap. 23. The Son of God, who is God, ſhall come. 
And again, God therefore became Man, and the Lord 
himſelf ſaved us. 17852 
Lib. F. Cap. 14. 
ceiving him as Man. I 
Ce. 17. He proves from his remitting Sins, that he 
is truly God, | | e 
He faith of the Valentinians, lib. 2. cap. 35. that they 
are irreligious not only towards God the Creator, but toward 
Chriſt, and the Holy Ghost. e e 
Lib. 2. cap. 41. The Name Jeſus ſignifies the Lord that 
' Contains Heaven and Earth, He that does ſo muſt be 
no leſs than God. ; | Ln ot 
He ſome where ſays, The wiſe Men offer'd to Chriſt 
Gold as a King, Frankincenſe as God, and Myrrh as 4 
Man. Sure Jreneus believed him to be more than a 
God by Appointment, for ſo he was as a King. 
Tib. 3. c. 18. This is the true Immanuel, that we may 
not think him only a Man : And a little after applies 
that of St. Paul, Rom. 9. 5. to him, in the Senſe the 
Trinitarians take it, who is God over all, bleſſed for e- 
vermore. e 
Cap. 20. Having ſpoke of his being made Fleſh, He 
adds, that was not the Beginning of the Son of God, as be- 
ing one that always was with the Father. 
Lib. 3. c. 26. Herefutes thoſe that believe Chri& be- 
gotten by Fo/: 905 not knowing him to be Immanuel, God 
with us, andiays, He would never have been call'd the e- 
ternal God and King, by the Prophets and Apoſtles, and 
the Holy Ghoſt hiaſelf, if he were only a Man, He there 
tells us, that beſides that of the bleſſed Virgin, he had 
preclaram in ſe que eſt ab altiſſimo Patre genituram, a more 
excellent Generation from the Father, upon account 
of which he was called God. 
Lib. 3. c. 22, He calls him, Potentiſſimus omnium 
Deus, the moſt mighty God. | = 


confeſſing him to be God, and re- 


Lib. 


- 


+00 
* 
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Primitive Chriſtianity. 29 
Tib. 4; c. 11. He intimates it was the Son of God that | 
appear d to Moles at the Buſh, who is called the Gold of A- 


braham, and the © ov, Tam: and therefore he muſt needs 
believe him to be very God. Fd £ | x7 


Cap. 14. He ſaith, He receives every Way this Teſti- 
mom, that he is truly Man, and truly God. From the 
Father, from the Spirit, from the Angels, &c. One God 

= the Father, one Word and one Son, and one Spirit, &c. 


Ib. cap. 17. This Son of God is every where ſpoke of in 
the Scriptures, ſometimes as talking with Abraham, ſome- 


times eating with him, ſometimes bringing Fudgment on the 


I that talked with Moſes at the Buſh. 


Sodomites ; *twas he that directed Jacob in his Way, 


We ſee Ireneus thought, he that appear'd to t ie Pa- 


triarchs was the Son of God, and the Scripture plainly 


ſays he that appear d was God: Treneus muſt therefore 


| | think this Son of God was truly God. 


"A 
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Ib. cap. 28. Not only before Adam, but before all Crea- 
tion, the Word (i. e. the Son) glorified the Father, abi- 


As ding in him, and he was glorified by the Father, as he him- 


= ſelf ſaith, Father 
with thee before the World was. 


Any 
1 
29) 
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glorify me with the Glory which I had 


Tis hard to think how Chriſt could be a Creature 
before all Creation. BE 

Cap. 37. His Word and Wiſdom, his Son and Spirit, 
were always with him, to whom he ſpake, ſaying, Let us 
make Man, &c. And that the Son was always with the 
Father, we have proved at large ; nay, he proves it from 
that very Place the Arians inſiſt ſo much upon, Prov. 8. 
23. The Lord created me, (or rather poſſeſſed me) in the 
Beginning of his Ways, &c. not only as the Arians ſay a 


little before the Creation, but as it follows, I was ſet 


up from everlaſting, megnolam ; as legnolam ſignifies for 
ever to come, 10 megnolam muſt ſignify from for ever 


& paſt, or from Eternity, or as we tranſlate it, from ever- 
laſting. +” 

I ſhould not know when to make an End, ſhould I 
attempt to cite all the Places of Ireneus, where our Sa- 
viour is plainly call'd God, and ſuch Titles and proper 
f | ; "Wi 


Ties and Works are attributed to him, as can belong 
to, or be done by none but one that is truly and pro- 


— 


. 


* 
N . 


2 
rly God. MISS EO 

5 Hate I muſt obſerve, e id 
1 That in thoſe Places have cited from Jreneus, or 
from ny of thoſe Fathers I have yet-perus'd on this 
Occaſion, or any Places that I have "ſeen and thought 
needleſs to cite, there is not the leaſt Hint given that 
thoſe Fathers when they call Chriſt God, mean in Mr. 

Whifton's Senſe, a God by Office and Appointment, ' But 

as far as I can ſee, they do mean God properly ſpeaking, 

one that is truly and by Nature Golf. 
2. That Jreneus makes it plain, lib. 3. cap. 6. what 
his Meaning is in this Caſe. He ſays that neither the 
Tord, nor the holy Spirit, nor the Apoſtles, did definitively WE 
and abſolutely call any one God, unleſs he were very God. 
And afterwards, . that when the Scriptures name thoſe 
Gods that are not Gods, it is done in ſuch a manner, or to 
fach Perſons, as we may eaſily ſee they do not intend God 
by Efſence and Nature, but by Deſignation and Appoint- i 
ment, or Opinion, or ſome ſuch thing. Therefore I can- 
not but think Mr. / the moſt trifling Author that 
ever I met with; who, when under his 4th Article he | 
had produc'd a great many Citations that are as plain 
as one can wiſh, to prove Chriſt God, thinks to ſtham | 
us off with referring us to a few Places of Scripture, 
where Angels, Magiſtrates, or the Gods of the Hea- 
then are called Gods; and in all which *tis plain at 
firft fight, the Word God is us d in a metaphorical Senſe. 
And thus I have done with Ireneus. | 


Before I proceed to the Teſtimonies of Clemens A. ME 
lexandrinus, I ſhall produce a Teſtimony or two out of 0 
Aelito Sardenſis, the Loſs of whoſe Works Mr. Whiſton 
ſo much bewails. But if we may judge of him by 
thoſe few Fragments that are preſerved in Authors, he 
would have been no mighty Friend to Mr. V. : 
For when he, i. e. Chriſt was together perfect God and perfect 
Nan, he demonſtrated to us his two Natures. Os 58 ar 

. CUTE 
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Eure J Shoe r, &c. And a few Lineg after, 
The Mearneſa of bis Fleſh did hide tht Tokens. of this Divi- 
uity, Alt ho he mere befor e all Ages very God. Ke. 


{os Andie e, dN v. 


This is a full Teſtimony. I cannot foe what Words 


can be uſed more fully to expreſs the true Divinity of 
ght chriſt, than to ſay he was prefers Gea, and way God be- 
hat Wore all Ages. 


This appears from another Paſſige of Melite, where 
he ſays, We are not the Waorſhippers of Stones that haue no 
ESenſe ; but we are the Worſhippers of the 2 who 1s 
Pere all things, and above all things, and of his- 


who. was truly God the Word (bios des Xbys) before all Wy 
be Mes. Nothing can help Mr. V. out in ſuch Paſſages as 
vely eſe, but his 4th 1 Truly God, i. e. truly ap- 
God, pointed a God, Such ſhuffling Interpretations as theſe 
hoſe 7 e like heavy Canon, they beat down any thing. I 
„„to depend upon Biſhop Bull, as to theſe two Citations, 


* Mot having the Books from which he cites them. And 
1 11 think I may ſafely do it, having examined ſo many 


-an- of his Citations, and finding them all ane true. 
4 Via. b. 86. F. Ed. | | 3 2 
3 Let us now ſve what Teen concerning ah Di- | 
ham vinity of Chriſt, Clemens, Alexandrinus will afford us: 


This is one of the Antenicene Fathers Mr, Whifton is 
06 pleas'd to pay his Reſpe&-to in his Collections. But 
cho Clemens and Mr. Whiſton, may be fallen out, for a 
Reaſon that may be gueſs'd at, ſome others may be 
| willing, to hear what Clemens ſays to this Matter. And 
therefore I ſhall not, as Mr. I/. does, ſo far affront 


1 4 * 7 as not to take his Teſtimony. I cite Par. Ed. 

t of 1629. | 

= 8 Tag. 5. He cites John 1. And the Mord was. Gad. 
by hat we are the rational Workmauſhip of God the Ward : 

' he and a little after, Wherefore this Logos (Mord) Chriſt 
„ v of old the Cauſe of our Being, (for he was in God) and 
< „Hour well being: But now this Logos (Word) hath him- 


s a > pad 'a unto Men, being alone both G od and * 


23> ARITIANISM wt the 
Ha. He cannot be truly God, for he is a Creature; | 
and I think he cannot be truly Man without an human 
rational Spirit. he OR. ra 
Pag. 8. For John who was Fore-runner of the Logos, 
ut ð xoys, thus exhorted them to prepare themſelves for 
the Coming of Chriſt the God. Oed 74 Nes. W 
The very Name Chriſt implies Mr. Whiſtor's God by 
Appointment, and I think therefore it was needleſs Cle- 
mens Thould add the Word God, if he meant it in no o- 
ther Senſe but that. : 7 
Pag. 56. Taſt and ſee that Chriſt is God, dri xeis O- 
Oeds. Here we ſee plainly there is nothing in that 
Diſtinction that Chriſt is called God without the Addi- 
tion of the Article; but God the Father with it, where- 
in Sandius and others would make us believe there is im- 
ply d that Chriſt is not truly God as God the Father is. 
There are Multitudes of Places in the Fathers that con- 
fute that Obſervation, and ſhew that it is a Diſtinction WW; 


* 


2 ISS 


na to hu 


. 


without a Difference. | 1 
Pag. 66. Believe, Oe Man, him that is both Man and ,x 
God. Believe, O Man, him that ſuffer'd, and is worſbip- . 

ed, the living God, Oed Carli, Believe, O Men, him 4 
who alone of all Nen is God, porw To adylo arlgwaraey Od. 
Here is Oels with the Article again apply'd to our Sa- 3 
viour. 

I think it would not very well ſuit one of Mr. hi- 5 
Fons Gods to be called the Living God, a peculiar Ti- 5 
tle given in Scripture to the true God. And when he ,; 

lays Chrift alone of all Men is God, he muſt mean in a x 
proper Senſe, for in Mr. Whiſton's Senſe, other Men 2 
may be Gods, and Chriſt would have been ſo, tho he 7 
had been no more than Man. | = 

Pag. 68. The Divine Logos, who was moſt manifeſtly 5. 

very God, or truly and indeed God, 6 garegora] & wie: beds. 1 
He that was equal to the Lord of all, T6 dee % Toy Gori e 
aS hes, Becauſe he was his Son, and the Logos (Word) „ 


Was in God, & To Vs, 


Here 
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Nature, as truly God as God is, tho? not in every re- 
ſpect equal as he is the Second Perſon in the Trinity. 
Nay Clemens aun 2 muſt be fo, becauſe he is the 
Son of God; by which it is plain Clemens thought he 
nad a peculiar and indeed a POINT Generation, ſuch as 
that whatſoever is begotten of God, is, and muſt be 
God. Here is likewiſe implied his intimate Union 
with God, he was not only with God, but in God. 
Pag. 74- Speaking of the Logos, he plainly ſays he is 
Eternal, aid ur. And pag. 75. the beſt Sight or 
Speftacle to the Father is his Eternal Son the Conquerour, + 
EW ͤ v F 
How well this agrees with the Arian iv àrν iv, 
there was a Time when he (the Son) was not! 
Pag. 79, 80. Our Maſter is like to God his Father, 


* i whoſe Son he is, impeccable, unreproveable, impaſſible, God 
in the Likeneſs of Mun, undefiled, ſerving his Father's 


il; the Logos, God, he that is in the Father 5 % T6 


rale, God with a Shape or Likeneſs ow Ti ii. 


Pag. 82. Our Lord is profitable to us in all Things, 
and helps us in all Things, both as Man and as God, for- 
giving our Sins as God, and inſtructing us not to ſin, ac 
Man. e a na en 

Pag. 83. He is the beſt Guide, not a blind one, as the 

# Scripture ſays, leading the Blind into the Ditch ; but one 

who is moſt quick ſighted, and the Logos that ſees through . 
the Things that are in the Heart, Juoù r wndgd ia. 
I ſuppoſe none will deny but to ſee through, or to be 


a Searcher of the Heart, is properly belonging to the 


Pag. 91. Citing that Place, 1/a. 9. Unto us a Son is 
| born, &c. and he ſhall be called Wonderful, Counſellor, 


os the Mighty God, the Everlaſting. Father, &c. Clemens 


crys, O Great God O Moſt Perfect g Child ! The Son in 
the Father, and the Father in the Son ! 
F Pag. 


—— 


and equal to God, i. e. in his Godhead, in his Divine 
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Pag 92. He calls Chriſt, he note Logos on 700 0 
- ſpringing out of the perfett Father, is like therefore he 
was of the ſame de with the Father. 
Pag. 102. 0 myſtical. Wonder ! there is one Father of 
8 the Univerſe; there is one Logos (N ord) of the Univerſe; 
and, there is one Holy G hoſt, and he is every where. 5 
7 ſuppoſe Clemens will not deny Ubiquity to the Son, A 
2s God, when he gives it to Jo Holy Ghoft : Ubi 5 
quity is a proper Attribute of the true God. And ſo 5 
We have here as plain a 1 as is any where to be 
found in Athanaſius, or any of the Poſt-nicent Fathers. 


The Arians did not allow bir to the Son and Fl 
Spirit ; but fancied certain POT or Places wherein s 
they were circumſcrib. 5 
Pag. 109. But our Maſter is the Holy God Jeſus, h 
the Logos (Word) the Governour of all Mankind, that A 
God himſelf, who is a Lover of Men, is our Maſter : The 4 


Holy God, God himſelf, &c. the Governour of all 
Mankind, ſure Chriſt muſt be very God. S .; 
Pag. 113. There is nothing therefore hated by Cod, 25 A 
nor by the Logos ( Word) for they are both One, God 
2 8 apew O83; not 216, but Ly. 
Pag. 119. So that tis plain, the God of the Univerſe 8 
7s only One, Good, Juſt, the Creator, the Son in the Father, 
ity & The, to whom be Glory for ever, Amen: The 
Son i in the Father is One Gl. 
| Pag. 16 1. And being girded with 4 Towel be waſhed 
= bis Diſciples Feet, not being puft up, tho” he were God and 
Lord of all. 0 ve. Ges; rel. I dx. 
Pag. 233. Speaking of Modeſty and Shamefacedneſs 
with "reſpett to Sin: At Home we muſt reverense our 
Parents, in the Ways thoſe we meet, iy the Baths the 
Women, in Solitude our ſelves; but every where the Logos 
(Word) who is every where, Taviaxs I % Ab⁰ν 'os der 
Tailaxs, and without him was not any thing made: 
For by this means only a Man will newer fall, if he thinks 
| Spe God is always with him; no doubt he means God 
the Son. 
Here we ſee plainly the Logos i is Omnipreſent God. 
Page 


E 


any of thoſe t 

Mr. Whiſton ſomewhere in his Book pretends” the 
Ante-nicene Fathers every where avoid aſcribing the 
Attributes of God to the Logos; and he, as I remem- 


many mw movie... oo DT TG TI 
lers 55 But her 2 Clemens calls the Logos. Taslarcarag, Al- 
an -wighty ; and it ſignifies not only his Power but his So- 


and Mighty God. 


- * 
1 
* 


mains, after ſuch a Commendation of the Logos (Mord) det 


. 7: 25. In the End of this Book called Pag ge, 
„he makes a ſolemn Addreſs to Chriſt. As to what re- 
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pq. 236, 237. For he cannot be poor that hath | 
the Almighty God, the Logos (Word) nor wants he 
ings he hath need of. O f Ta#laxegroy 


| ber, particularly inſiſts upon the Wor d raſſenegtrog, as 


and veraignty, that he is not only A mighty, but the High 


The 1s make our Prayer to the Logos (Word), Thou Maſter have 


all W mercy. on thy. Children, thou Father, thou Chariot of Iſrael, 

thou Son and Father both one, iv 490, thou Lord give #5, &c. 
| And a little after, he pours out Praiſes to the moſt 
Holy Trinity in this manner: To the only Fat hen and Son, 
to the Son and Father, to our Maſter and Inſtrutter the 
San, together with the Holy Ghoſt, in all things one, 
h r , in whom are all things, for whom are all 
things, for whom alone is Eternity, of whom all are Mem- 


whom be Glory, both now and for ever, © 


„ — 7 V 


Perſons and One God, have Mercy upon us miſerable 


Sinners. | 


| eva 


; val Age, the Age that cannot be filld up, i. e. to which 


bers, i. e. all Chriſtians, whoſe are Glory and Eternity ;, 
(for fo I tranſlate's JE wives) in all things Benign, in 
all things Good, in all things Wiſe, in all things Juſt, to 


Tf theſe Words do not prove that Clemens behiev'd - 
aco-eſſential Trinity, or One God in Three Perſons or 
Subſiſtences, I know not what Expreſſions could do it. 
And I think they are equivalent to our Prayer in our 
Litany; 0 Holy, Bleſſed and Glorious Trinity, Three 


Pag. 267. In his Hymn to Chriſt, he calls him Logos 
the Eternal Logos (Mord) Air d e the Eter- 
„ nothing 


\ . 
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36 Ar1aNISM wot the « 
nothing can be added either d parte ante, or à parte poſt; 
* 41 the Eternal Light ; and. concludes bis Hos 
Jaan du Oed een, Let us praiſe (ſing of) together 
the God of Peace By which no doubt he means Chrift 
%% CR ,v? 

Pag. 445. Some pretending the Example of Chriſt, 
in Diſparagement of the State of Matrimony. Clemens 
gives the following reaſon why our Saviour did not 
marry; nor was it neceſſary for him to beget Children at 
being one that abides for. ever, adds wivoilis and was born 
the only Son of God. By aidios wivoſt, Clemens ſeems to 
me to mean more than an Eternity, 4 parte poſt : If 
he had meant only that, I think, he TER have. faid 

pi yorlt is Tis did, F diwyay, but whether he here 

Alas piro]t, means a Duration from all Eternity, as 
well as to all Eternity, is no great matter: There are 
other Places enough in the Ante-nicene Fathers, to 


5 


ee ee 


6 


prove the proper Eter nity of Chr ft: » 1 


„ * 


pag. 517. Our Lord thus draws nigh to the Righteous, M} « 


and nothing of the Thoughts and Reaſonings we have is bid 
from him: I mean our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, who by his Al- 
mighty Will,  Tevlozegloewn vernueln is the Overſeer, f 
our Hearts, Here are plainly both Omnipotence and 
Onmiſcience aſcribed. to. our Sayiour, and he is in | 
effect ſtyled Telexpſve. RT: 
Pag. 553. We ſee Clemens was not of Opinion that 
the Logos was in his own Nature viſible, nor at all fo, 
till he aſſumed Human Nature. 
And therefore, if ſome of the Fathers that ſome- 
times ſeem to ſpeak otherwiſe, did not mean by the 
Logos being viſible, his aſſuming. a Shape and Appear- 
ance, as a kind of Preludium of his taking Human Na- 
ture upon him, their Notions and Reaſonings were 
very groſs, and very unworthy of that Dignity which 
even the Arians themſelves aſcribe to his Nature: 
* However, the Arians, who, I think, are as unfair and 
ſhuffling Arguers as ever yet appear'd in the World, 
are glad to catch at any Expreſſions in the Fathers 
that may leſſen the Son of God, and place him in the 
Rank of a Creature. | 5 


One Of 


incomprebenſ; tble-to the Son of God. 


whioh orders all . — 


6 44. There is One. unbegotten, God Almighty, and. 


made, 3 without him was not any thing made that — 


made; for there is One truly God, rc ofli Orbe, who 2 8. 


beginning to all things, meaning che Firſt begotten Son 
Peter (1 ſuppoſe he means ſome A 


God made the Heaven, the Earth. And 


Here we ſee One begotten God the Father, One be- 


gotten God the Son, ſtyled by Clemens 76 wt Os. 


Creation aſcribed to God the Son, and yet aſcribed to 


One God; which certainly muſt ſuppoſe ſuch. a Di- 
ſtinction, and ſuch an Union between theſe Two, as 
that tho Creation be aſcribed t to both, yet there is but 
One God. r K 
649. Obe aulas, 76 48 17 Out, pothi 
VA The Adrian whey . 
the Logos did not ee either W the Father, 


or himſelf 55 


Pag. 702. Bur he: moſt Perfelt, and muſt Hoh, * 
moſt rincipal and Kingly, and by far the maſt Beneficent 


is the Nature, i. e. the Perſon. of. the Son, which is moſt 


near to the alone Omnipotent, this is the greateſt Excellenc 
8 „ to the Will 2 bis Father, 


a * Z# '# 


| pointment to conſlicute him a God. 


Pag. 711» As the Sun illuminates not _ Heaven tat 
al the . &c. 2 he Were, me Logos, being every 


where, - 


"Primitive Clrifiniy.. Wo” 


otten before reiſeunbe, by whom mere all things - 


pocryphal Work of of 5 
Peter) writes, rightly underſtanding that, in the Peginning 


q | Þ 
| 
F 
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where, overlooks the Wy leaft 1 the Aftions of oup 
Lives. 
I mi icht give many more Inflances” where Clement 
calls pur Saviour, Geer & can, God in the Pleſh; 

cane Oe, God- dur Saviour, and ſuch like. But I 
am afraid I have tired my Reader already, and there- 
fore ſhall only remark, That it was not without Rea« 


| Jon My, e excludes t this TO out Ac his Col- 


Having FRY eniſhed': my „ Collections out r ol ce 


ee, I ſhall now proceed to his Scholar Ori- 
en, and ſee whether he be ſo totally: Arianized as 


me fuppoſe him tô be. 

Indeed he wrote and diftated a great deat; he 
affefted'> Myſtical and Allegorical Way of Writing ; 5 
he ſaw, of thought. he ſaw, a great many things in 
ſeveral Places of Scripture, that thoſe that Hides not 
his Parts and Penetration, could never find there ſince. 


It was very hard for a Man that wrote 10. much, to 
write  throughly well. He has had a great many 


Enemies, and not a' few Friends. His Works were 
once the great Subject of Diſpute in the Chriſtian 
Church: Some defending, others condemning them: 


Some 'protiouncing him plainly Heretick; others, 


with more Charity, giving him a milder Cenſure. 
So that ſome think (what for good Will, and what 
for ill Will) his Works have Tuffered a great deal. 
Ruff nut, who tranſlated many of his Works, is thought, 


| out of Kindneſs, to have concealed, or minced an 
mollified ſome of his harſh. Expreflions: And ſome 


ſay St. Jerome, the contrary. And he was a Man of 


- that Learning and Authority, that ſome of the Here- 
ticks have been ſaid to think it worth while to tamper 


with his Works, by iſs in here and there an In- 


terpolation. 8 
But however that may be, we Hh now ike ban 


aswe have him; and tho? 1 will not ſay (ho it comes 
to 2 1 know not) but there may be a great deal in 


Origen 
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As to the main, and eſpecially in his lateſt and moſt 
N judicious Works, and when he declares himſelf upon 
h; due Conſideration, we hall find him in this point Or- 


t 1 thodox: However, I ſhall produce no Teſtimonies but 
re- what I think full and home to my Purpoſe, And 


eg Mr. Whiſton, who wants neither Learning nor Induftry, 


31: nor Zeal in this Matter, 5 por has brought what 
_ he 3 


of Origen may ſerve to ſtrengthen his Cauſe. 


7} I ſhall begin with Origen's Book De Principiis, where 
tone would think, if any where, he ſhould ſpeak his 
12 Mind as to the Trinity. And tho? in other Points the 


as Book be full of extravagant Notions, yet, I think, in 

this we ſhall find him plainly declaring for what we 
he call Orthodoxy, and what Mr. V. calls the Corruption 
8: of the Primitive Paith. e Os mo Wow 

: In his Preface or Proem, he declares the great Sub- 
not MW jects of the Chriſtian Doctrine, and conſequently of 
* his intended Book, and particularly as to God the Fa- 
ther, Son and Holy Ghoſt : That there is One God who 


he was God, he was incarnate, and that he became Man, 


Goſpel delivered, that the Holy Ghoſt is joyned in Honour 

and Dignity with the Father and the Son, &c. VE 
That Origen underſtood more by this, than the Ari- 

ans will grant, we ſhall fee by what follows. 1 
Cap. 2. Firſt we must know that in Chriſt the Nature 


tber, is one; the Human Nature another, &c. Nor 
let any think we ſpeak any thing again#t his Subſiſtence (in 
Subſtantivum) when we call him the Wiſdom of God, &C. 
| By which it appears he means not by Wiſdom a Qua- 
lity or Attribute, but a Perſon or Subſiſtence. 
F therefore it be rightly allowed, that the only, begotten 


m n of God, his Wiſdom is ſubſtantially ſubſiſting (ſub- 
es ftantialiter ſubſifte ntem, Ge. Mark, ſubſtantially ſub- 
i» liſting. . | NT | 


ereated all things, &c. That Jeſus Chriſt who came, was 
born of the Father before all Creation, &c. That when, as . 


which was God, &c. And, that the Fir$t Preachers of the 


of that Divinity, which is the only begotten Son of the Fa- 
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2 Now how can any one think or believe that God the Fa. 
ther was at any time, tho it were but for a Moment of 
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Time, wit hout the Generation of this Wiſdom.: This fub- 


with the Father. 


_ Wherefore we know th 


Faris or fubſifing Wiſdom the Sa was equal Ererndd 


his only begotten Son that was born of him, and received 


what he is from him, yet without any Beginning, &cc. 
Wie mutt believe that this Wiſdom was begotten (gene- 
rated) without any Beginning that can be named or un- 


He that aſcribes any Beginning to chis Nerd or Wiſdom 


of God, let him look to it that he do not ſhew himſelf 


impious againſt the unbegotten God, when he demes 
him to have been always a Father, and to have begotten 


the Word. 


Then he brings a Compariſon from Human Genera- 


tion, to illuſtrate the Reality of this Generation; but 


intimates, that this is to be underſtood with the Sup- 
poſition of the infinite Diſtance between God and Man, 
that no Compariſon can reach it, that *tis ineffable, 
and concludes in theſe Words: For this is an Eternal 


and Sempiternal Generation, &c. for he is not the 
So by Adoption, but is = 

© Afterward he faith, Thar Chriſt, who mg in the Form: | 
of God by-his Humiliation or Emptying himſelf, deſigned 
to demonſtrate to us the Plenitude (Fulneſs) of his Bivi- 


a A (Godhead.) 


Afterward he faith, That Chriſt it the moſt pure 
Emanation of the Glory of the Omnipotent. Aporræa pu- 


by Nature his Son. 


riflima Gloriz Omnipotentis. 


In the ſame Chapter he hath theſe Words : But that 
2 of the Father and of the 


Son is one and the ſame, as he is one and the ſame God aud 


| Lord with the Father. Hear what John ſaith in the Apo- 


you may know that the Omn 


calypſe, &c. 


* 


changed or altered. 


Again: This Wiſdom 


; of God which is his only begotten 
Son, is immutable and unchangeable in all things, and in 
him is all ſubſtantial Good, which certainly can never be 
Again: 


Son of 


Viſdom of 
| ord as to the Son of God's being called the Life, the Mord, 


* 


EE, Primitive Chriſtzanity. "7: "x 


which never had'a Beginning of its Being, nor can ever” 
ceaſe to be. Now according to John, God is Light, and 
the Splendor of this Light is this his Wiſdom; not only as 
he is Light, but as he is Eternal Light : So that this his. 
Miſdom is Eternal, and the Splendor of Eternity. Which, 
if it be well underſtood, plainly declares, that the Sub- 
ſeſtence of the Son came from the Father, but not temporally 
. x | Fr 
Nom becauſe the Son differs from the Father in nothing 
as to the Power of Working, nor is the Work of the Son any 
other than that of the Father, but they have (if I may ſo 
ſpeak) one and the ſame. Motion (Movement) in all 
things; therefore he is called an immaculate Glaſs, that 
hereby may be underſtood that there is no unlikeneſs at all 
in the Son to the Father. +» e 
And towards the End: Wherefore we ought not to 
think there is any Blaſphemy in that which is ſaid, there is 
none good but One God the Father, that we ſhould therefore 
think it to be denied that either Chriſt or the Holy Ghoſt is 
ood, For as we ſaid before, the principal Goodneſs is to 
5 thought to be in God the Father, from whom the Son 
being born, and the Holy Ghoſt proceeding, without doubt 
retain in themſelves the very Nature of that Goodneſs, 
which is in that Fountain, from which either the Son was 
born, or the Holy Ghoſt proceeded. © Me 
I have omitted a Paſſage about the Middle of the 
Chapter which plainly ſhews, when Origen calls Chriſt. 
the Wiſdom of God, he, means a 3 Subſiſtence, 
and not an Attribute or 8 , T5 
¶ Whatſoever things (ſaith he) we have ſpoken of the 


od, may be conveniently adapted and under- 


the Truth, and the Reſurrection; for all theſe Names are 
given him from his Works and Powers, ; cc. 
I cannot ſee that Mr. Who's Corrupter of the 


| Primitive Faith, AthanaſinsMould have ſaid more than 


Origen has here done. Here is a Perſonal Subſiſtence, 
diſtinct from the Father, bora of him, begotten by 


25 Again 7 is properly called Sempiternal or Eternal, 1 
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. + him, and that from Eternity, Cc. yet the ſame God 
WT - \ with his Father, of the ſame Goodneſs, Omni — 


Wiſdom, that the Father is, and immutably ſo. Thi 
| does not ſeem to he very favourahle to Mr. Whiſtor's 
___ Cone, els 
And which is to be conſider'd, theſe are no bye and 
occaſional Expreſſions. Origen is here profeſſedly and 
directly treating of this Matter, and therefore likely 
well to conſider what he ſays. „ 
In his zd Chapter de Spiritu Saucta, he hath theſe 
Paſſages. He argues from our being baptiz d in the 
Name of the Holy Ghoſt to prove the Dignity and 
Excellency of his Nature. . 
From all which things me learn, that the Subſtance. the 
Holy Spirit is of ſo great Authority. and Dignity, that ſa- 
ving Baptiſm cannot be compleat but by the Authority af 
the moſt Excellent Whole Trinity (Excellentiſſimæ Omni- 
trinitatis) that is, by the _ together (cognoming- 
tione) of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy 


Ghoſt, and with the unbegotten God the Father, aud with | 


his only begotten Son, muſt be jeyn'd alſo the Name of the 


4. Holy Ghoſt. The Argument here uſed by Origen, is 


one great Argument we now make uſe of to prove the 

Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt. 8 
Again : Who would not be amazed to think hom great 
the e Majeſty of the Holy Gho#t mut be, when he that 
ſhall ſpeak a Word again the Son, may hope for Pardon; 
but he that ſball blaſpheme againſ# the Holy Ghoſt bath 
never Forgiveneſs, neither in this World, nor in the World 

To come. 3 . | 
Whether Origen here ſuppoſe right or no, when he 
makes this Blaſphemy againſt the Perſon, and not the 
miraculous Works of the Holy Ghoſt, by imputing 
them to the Power of the Devil, is no Matter: lt 
argues how great an Opinion he had” of the Majeſty 
and Dignity of the Perſon gf the Holy Ghoſt 
And a little after, ws. aſſerted that God is the 
Maker of all Things, he fays, Hitherto we have not 
been able to find ſo much as one Ward in the Holy Scrip- 
| : | tares, 
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Primitive Chriſtianity. 


called a Crearuye (facturà eſſe vel Creatura diceretur.) 
+ Sure, if he be not made by God as all things were, 


Wen he afferts the Holy Ghoſt to be given only to 


the Son are common to all, he is afraid ſome might think 
he preferred rhe Holy Ghoſt. before the Father and the Sun; 


fore deſcribed the Prapriety of his Grace and Operation, 


Ja. And he adds: Moreover nothing in the Trinity is to be 


y of id to be greater or leſs, when A the Fountain of the One 
mi- Divinity upholds all things by his Mord, and ſaritifies thoſe 
ma- that are meet for it by his Spirit (Spiritu oris ſui.) K : 

Taly Sure if the Holy Ghoſt be not leſs (i. e. not leſs in 


with Nature, for he cannot mean leſs in Order or Oeco- 


the WM nomy) than the Father and the Son, he muſt be God 

. Us as well as they. I think this comes up to Arhanaſins's 

the Creed, and in this Trinity none is afore or after other, 
none is greater or leſs than another. OY 


eat Anda little after: But rhe Manifeſtation of the Spirit 
hat is given to every one according 4s is convenient, whereby ts 


ou ; WW moſt manifeſtly intended that there is no difference ( di- 


ath WW ſcretio, i. e. of Operation) in the Trinity, but that very 


thing which is the Gift of the Spirit of God, is miniſtred by 
the Son, and is wrought by God the Father: Now all theſe 
things worketh that one and the ſame Spirit dividing to 
every Man ſeverally as he will. And ſo far (faith he) 


of the Holy Gho#t.. 8 : | 

I think, he that aſſerts ſuch a Union of Power, and 
Operation of the Holy Ghoſt, with the Father and 
the Son, muſt believe him to be God. 


in theſe Two Chapters of his Book de Principiis, bs 

cauſe he deſigned this Book as a kind of Body of Divini- 

ty, and begins with the Trinity as one of the firſt Prin- 
- PW | 


ciples 


if he be not à Creature, he muſt be with God the Fa- 
ther and the Son a joint Creator, and ſo muſt bs 


the Saints, but that rhe Benefits, &e. of the Father and 


but he faith that is no good Conſequence, ſinre he had he. 


of the Unity of Power of the Father, and of the Son, and 


I have infiſted the longer upon the Paſſages of 5 
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tures, mhereby the Holy Gho#t ir ſaid to be male or is 
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44 ARIANISM not OE 
ciples and principal Doctrines of the Chriſtian Religion. 

I ſhall now proceed to ſome other Paſſages of Origen, 
the Edition of his Latin Works I make uſe of is 
that of Paris, 1512. Tom. 3. fol. 199. Let us not ſay 
in our Heart, nor think, that Chriſt is contained within 
any Place, and that he is not every where, and he himſelf 
' diffuſed through all things (per omnia diffunditur,) For 
when he was on Earth he aſſerted himſelf to be likewiſe in 
Heaven; for ſo he ſays to his Apoſtles, no Man hath 
aſcended into Heaven, but he that came down from Hea- 
wen, even the Son of Man who is in Heaven, He ſaith 
not who was, but who is in Heaven. DD 
Here Origen plainly aſſerts the Ubiquity of Chriſt's 
Divine Nature. It ſeems he was not acqainted with 
that Evaſion of the Socinians, who render 5 r by who 
ZT. 45.7 | 5 

Tom. 3. fol. 214. On theſe Words: For this Cauſe 
Chriſt died and roſe again, that he might be Lord both 
of the Quick and Dead. Some might object, that if 
Chriſt had not died, &c. he had never been Lord, &c, 

In Anſwer to this, he aſſerts a double Dominion of 
Chriſt, one as God, the other as Mediator betwixt God 
and Man: The Firſt he had before his Incarnation; 
The Second not till after his Reſurrection. Chriſt 
(faith he) is the Lord of all Creatures two mays; Firſt, 
4s being the Creator, and as ſuch having Power over all 
things by virtue of his Majeſty and Power, he muſt 
needs have all other things ſubject to him, &c. Therefore 
he is called omnitenens & omnipotens, one that up- 
holds all things, and omnipot ent, as St. John, Apoc, I. 
Theſe things, ſaith he, who is, and who was, and who is 
ro come, the Almighty. I add no more, the Dominion 
of Chriſt as Mediator no body doubts of. b 


Here Chriſt is plainly ſuppoſed by Origen, to have 


a natural Right to the Dominion over all things, and 
to be Omnipotent; and ſure then cannot be leſs than 
exuly God. | : 18 | | 
Tom. 3, pag. 195. He applies thoſe Words of the 


Apoſtle, who is over all God Bleſſed for evermore, to 
9 5 EE pProve 


neee oe. 


Dh 


+S. we © ——» ©»  —y a na - Þ,ca 


| cauſe there is not any other B 


tain of the Father himſelf. 


ther, but of the Father. 
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prove the Divinity of Chriſt. And having done that 
roceeds thus: I wonder how ſome. that. _ what the 


ſame Apoſtle ſaith in another Place; There is One God the 


Father of whom are all things, and One Lord Jeſas Chriſt 5 


whom are all things, do dem that we ought to ofeſs the 
2 of God to be God, leſt they ſhould ſeem to 7 Tio 
Gods, what will they "do with this Place of the Apoſtle, in 
which Chriſt is plainly written to be God over all things. 
But they that think ſo do not conſider, that as he does not 
call our Lord Feſus Chriſt One Lord, ſo as to extlude'the 
Father from being Lord, ſo ſo he dove not ſay that God the 
Father is Qne God, ſo as the Son ſhould not he believed to 


be God; for that Scripture is true which ſaith, Kuom ye 


that the Lord he is God. But both are One God; be- 
ginning of Divinity. to the 
Son, than the Father. But the Son (as the Book of Wiſ- 
dom ſaith) is the moſt pure Emaration of the only Founs 
Ther. ſore Chriſt is God over © 
all things; which all things are. thoſe no doubt we have + 
ſpoke of before Principalities, &c. Nom he that is over all | 
hath none over him; for he is not after the Father hut of 
the Father. Tow this ſame alſo ought to be underſtood of 
the Holy Ghoſt, where it is ſuid, The Spirit of the Lord 
bath filled the World. Now if the Son of God be ſaid to be 
over all, and the Holy Ghoſt to contain (hold) all things, 
and God the Father is he from mhom are all things: Here 
is evidently ſhewed the Nature of the Trinity, 4nd one 
Subſtance which is over-all things, 
le that is God 8 all things, muſt needs be very 
God. When we ſay the Father is the One God, we 
do not exclude: the Son; for they are but One God. | 
The Son is the moſt pure Emanation of the only Foun- 
tain of Divinity, the Father. He is not after the Fa- 
The ſame is to be under- 
ſtood of the Holy Ghoſt. . And this is in Origen's 
Senſe the Nature of the Trinity, There is one Sub- 
ſtance which is over all things. If cheſe be not ſuffi, 


cient Proofs that Origen believed the Eternal Divinity 


* = Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 1 know 90 what 15 
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46 | | Antanien not 7: 
In Cup: 2 Ep. ad Rom. The Son of God mas dy 
' what bs war not before after the Fleſh, but after the 
Spirit be was before, ard there was no Time before when 
be was not, i. e. he was from Eternity. 
In Cap: 3. pag. 25. I ir not therefore p mow: fo 1 
of that which always was, that is the Word of God, quod 
tus eft, byr of his Soul; which tho” inſep arable 
from the 3 of Gold, yet it created, and later nk thi 
Deity of the only beg otten 285. Our Saviour was Eternal, 
and he had a Human Soul; both which are denied by 
the Aa.” 
In Cup. 10 ; He after from the Eberlein and Work 
per pay to Chriſt, that he is God; and ſays the Strip. 


Faber and Son. 

The Arians confeſs we are to worſhip the Son, but 
with an inferior ſort of Worſhip: 

in C. 5. Chriſt was in the Form of Gol, and ſeeing 
that by the Offence of one Death reigned over the ra 
be did not forget his Creature, nor thought it any robbery 
10 he equal with od, 1. e. he did not make any great Ac. 
count F it that he was equal to God, and Ore with the 
Father, i.e. he humbled himſelf as if he had not 
F fo great a Perſon. 

Me ſee Origen thought it not ſo great an Abſurdity 
+6 Tay that Chrift was (as God) equal to the Father. 
And Jerceinly , If he be truly and by Nature God, he 

muſt be ſo, i. e. God as the Father is God; tho? as to 
the Order and Oeconomy of the Divine Perſons, he 
may in a Senſe be faid to be inferiour to him, as "the 
Father is the Firſt Perſon in the Bleſſed Trinity, and 
the Fountain (as the Fathers love to ſpeak) of the 
Deity. Mr. Whifton needed not therefore to make 
fuch a Noiſe as he does every where in his Book of 
this Equality; for no body means any more by our Sa- 
viour's Belts ben Wich God, but that he is really and 
truly-God : Which, if we can prove, the other fol- 
' lows from it. And, if Mr. Whifton can prove he 15 
ut C God, N give up the other. Ko 

0 


trureteaches us to give M7 ame Honour and Werſrp ro n 


ſpring. As often as that Light ariſes, 


" Prinative Chriſtianity. 7 
To the es Hom. 4. in G 22 peaking Ss 
of the Son of God, be faith For he — him the : 


Farm. of a Servant, even when he is * an i 
Hom. 6. in Joſh. Joſhua b not only that be $5 


| as being equal to bis Father. 


from God, but that he was Jod; for he would not have 


worſhi pped him, if he had not known him to be God. 
He immediately adds, This Angel was Chriſt. 5 
Hom. 5. in Joſh. I is certain that from the ſans 


Fountain of the Deity, both the Son and the 9 . 


underſtood, i. e. to proceed, 5 
Hom. 12. in Numb. There is : ehrefirn this Di- 


ſtinftion of the Three Perſons, in the Father, and the Song 


and the Holy Spirit, which is referred. to the plural Num- 
ber of the Wells : But of theſe Wells, one is the Fountain „ 


for there is one Subſtance and 1 of of the Trinity. 


believe Mr. Whiſton will n ſay there is one Sub- 
ſtance and Nature of his Arian Trinity. 
. Hom. 4. in 1ſaiam, begins thus: It is inpeſſible to 


find out the Principle of God. The Principle of the Riſe 


God thou canſt in no wiſe comprehend incipium 
5 — Dei.) I do not ſay Feat, but 4 5 iP 
other, nor any of thoſe . which exiſt, Only our Sa- 
viour, and the T Spirit, "who always were with God, ſee 
his Face. 

Hom. 6. in jerem. There are ſome who in their 
Opinion diſtinguiſh the Antient Divinity from that which. 
is preached in Chriſt : 
pait and preſent Time ;, One Chriſt, both then and now'; 2 
and One Holy Spirit, with the Father and the San, Sempi- 
ternal (Sempiternum.) 

There is ſome difference between nina and Mr. N. 


E The one believes the Son and Holy Ghoſt Ts pa - 
as well as the Father; The other believes them cr | 
by God a little before the World was. 


Ibid. Our Saviour is the Splendor of Glory; now Splen= 
dor (Brightneſs) does not ſpring at once, and then ceaſe to 
from which the- 
* endor (Brightueſs) comes, the Splendor of Glory os 


But we know One God, both for the 


48 Ax IA NIS not the 


. Our e i the Wiſdom: of God. "This Wi; e is q'>, 


Brightneſs of the Light Eternal. So then our Saviour ( he 
means as God) is always born. And therefore he ſaith, 


2 gets me before all the Hills, not as ſome read it Hl, he 


5 me, 75 our Lord 15 oc born * the Te. 


158 San here Origen was not of Mr. Whiſton's Opi- 
nion, That this Generation and Proceſſion (or Crea- 
tion, as he would have it) of the Son and Holy Ghoſt, 
was not natural to the Deity, but did entirely depend 
upon the Will and Pleaſure of the Father to beget his 
Son or not. Origen was ſo far from being of thi Opi- 
nion, that he makes a bold Step, and tells us, That 
this Generation not only was from Eternity, but that 
it is and will be to Eternity. And ſeems to intimate, 
That the Son is generated by the Father, and (by 
Conſequence, tho he does not mention it) the Holy 
Ghoſt proceeds from the Father and the Son, or by the 
Son, as naturally as Splendor or ſhining Light comes 
from the luminous Body. 

If we were ſure he were right in this Notion, all 
the Noiſe of Contradiction between Three and One 
were at an end. However, ſince we are aſſured 
Reaſon and Revelation too that there is but One God ; 
and are, I think, no leſs ſure by Revelation, that 
there are ſome ſuch Diſtinctions in the Exiſtence of 
the Divine Nature as are fignified in Scripture by Fa- 


ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, I think, we may well con- 


clude, that it is — 5 to the Deity to exiſt or ſubſiſt 
after that Manner, and under ſuch Difference or Di- 
ſtinction of Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, and at the 


fame time, that there i is ſome ſuch an intimate, cloſe, 


and inſeparable Union, not-only of Conſent and Will, 
but even of Eſſence and Nature, that there is as 

much One God, as if there were none but God the 

F ather. - 

And for us to pretend to argue from Phyloſophical 
Principles: to the Impoſſibility ofa Trinity, is not only 
bold but fooliſh, to be fo EY Tsa in 
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denying a thing we can know little of, when we find 
our ſelves baffled and nonp 


dive into the true Reaſon of the moſt ordinary Pheno- 


mena, where: we have Senſe and Reaſon, long Obſer- 
vation and Experience of our ſelves, and the acuteſt 
Men of this and former Ages to help us. And, for my 
part, I cannot yet fee, that with all our Philoſophy, - 
we comprehend any thing but a few Lines and Angles; 
and when we come to. apply that to Natural Philo- 
ſophy, it ſignifies very little, at leaſt, to help us to 
ſee into the true Reaſon of any thing in the World. 
And yet we forſooth that find, by ſad Experience, 
after all our ſearch, we underſtand ſo little of the 


true Reaſon of any the moſt obvious things, muſt pre- 


tend dogmatically to determine what is poſſible or im- 
E as to the Nature of the incomprehenſible 
In a Word: I am ſo far from thinking there are 
no myſterious Truths, that I think every thing is My- 
ſtery when we come to ſearch into it. And if 
Mr. Mhiſton, who talks ſo much againſt Myſteries, 
will, with all his Mathematicks, give a ſatisfactory 
Account how and why he moves his Fingers, when 
he writes againſt the Trinity : I think I may undertake 


to give him an Account of all the Difficulties about 


that Myfterious Truth. This by the way. I now 
proceed. | : 2 2:9. a> th 

Origen. Com. in Johan. p. 5. Ed. Huet obſerves, 
That none of the Apoſtles have ſo clearly manifeſted the 
r John. - oi to ö 

Ibid. p. 28. He tells us of ſome that, under pre- 
tence of honouring the Father, held that Chriſt was 
ignorant of many things that were known to the Fa- 
ther. He plainly ſays, That he that is ſtyled the Truth, 
cannot be ignorant of any thing that is true (the Words 
are too long to kee. And indeed, when Divine 
Knowledge or Omniſcience is ſo often here and in 
other Fathers attributed to the Logos or Son of God, 


it muſt follow, at leaſt, thoſe Fathers thought, that 


when 


bu 
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lus d, when we attempt to 


50 ARIANISM not the 

when Chriſt is ſaid to be ignorant of the Day of Judgs 

ment, it muſt be ſpoke with reſpec to his Human 
Nature. | | 
Ibid. 122. And left any ſhould ſuſpect that he that is 
inviſible, and is preſent with every Man, and all the 
World, is different from him that became Man, and ap- 

peared on Earth, and corversd with Men, to thoſe Words, 

there ſtandeth one among you whom ye know not: He, 
i. e. John the Baptiſt, adds, He it is who is to come 
after me. 8 | Ls, 

Here we ſee Chriſt in his Divine Nature is Omni- 

reſent. . 
5 Thid. p. 198. We find this Ejaculation to Chriſt, Thou 
Son of God that knoweſt all things, knoweſt what is in Man. 

I now come to thoſe Teſtimonies of Origen, that 
may be taken out of his Book againſt Celſus. This 
Book was written when he was above 60 Years old. 
We have the Greek Text intire, and it is confeſt by all, | 
that it is come down to us the moſt intire, and leaſt | 
corrupt, and interpolated, of any of his Works. And 
therefore, it may be well ſuppoſed, the fitteſt of any 
of his Works to determine what was the Judgment 

of Origen in the Point before us. 55 

Pag. 43. Camb. Ed, He applies thoſe Words, P.. 45. 

to Chriſt, Ty Throne, O God, is for ever and ever, &c. 
A. He ſays, The wiſe Men offer d to our Saviour 
Gold, as to King; Myrrh, as to a Man that was to dye; 
and Frankincenſe, as to God, Frankincenſe under the 
Law was offered to God. And if Origen had meant 
God in Mr. Whiſtor's Senſe, it would have been a very 
mean Obſervation ; for our Saviour, as 4 King, the 
Chriſt, or anointed of God, was God in that Senſe, ©» 

Pag. 52. He ſaith, Our Saviour had ſomething more di- 
vine under the Appearance of a Man, i. e. that he was pro- 
perly the Son of God, God the Logos (Word) the Power and 
Wiſdom of God. Properly the Son of God, i. e. by a pro- 

per Generation: For, I doubt, Mr, Whiſton*s Creation 
Aus il & ros, without the Mediation, or Inſtrumentality 
of any other, will not make him properly the Son of 
| ; PR non God. 
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Primitive Chriſtianity, © 31 
God. If God the Father had never made the Logos, 
but created Angels and Men without him, it ſeems 
then they muſt all have been properly the Sons of 


God: And therefore, I cannot but believe, when 
Origen calls the Logos properly the Son of God, he meant 
ſomething more than the Arian immediate Creation of 
the Logos. | we. 


Pag. 64. We ſay theſe things, not as ſeparating the 


Logos (Word) of God from Jeſus; for the Soul and 
Body of Feſus were very cloſely united to the Logos (Word) 
& Hh, yy), were made very much one. This looks 
ſomething like what we call the hypoſtatical Union 
of the Divine Nature of the Logos with the Human. 
I know Mr. Vhiſton will ſay this does not affect him, 
who thinks the Logos was the Soul of our Saviour, I 
believe Origen did not mean fo; becauſe he, in many 
Places of his Works, plainly aſſerts, our Saviour (be- 
ſide the Logos) had a Human Soul, as well as a Body. 


And, I think, a Human Soul muſt be a rational Spirit, 


and not only a ſenſitive one. The Apoſtle ſays, He 
took not on him the Nature of Angels, but the Seed 
of Abraham; that is, he aſſumed not the Angelick, 


but the Human Nature. I believe the Apoſtle never 


thought of Mr. Wh:ſton's Scheme, elſe he would never 
have faid of him, who, according to the Arians, is 
already the higheſt Angel, he took not on him the 
Nature of Angels, And if he took Human Nature 
upon him, he muſt take a Human Soul as well as an 
Human Body, elſe I cannot ſee how he could be 
a Man; or, how he could be in all things made. like 
unto his Brethren. If an Angel ſhould poſſeſs and 


actuate an Human Body, would he be properly a 


Man? But according to Mr. W's Scheme, the Logos 


| or chief Angel, only took the Body of a Man, and the 


Soul of a Bruit, or a ſenſitive Soul. And fo, I thi 
inſtead of being both God and Man, was neither Go 
nor Man. EE : 
Ibid, He calls Chriſt God, appearing in an Human Body 
for the Good of Mankind. | $1 
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Fag. 108. We believe this Jeſu from the beginning Cd, 


and the Son of God. Pn REP Re” 
bid. Celſus objects againſt the Chriſtians this Belief." 
Shall we think Celſus underſtood the Chriſtians in 


Mr. Whiſftor's Senſe, no certain). 


Pag. 164. Celſus objects, I God mut come down 
among Men, he is afraid he muſt leave his Seat in 
He anſwers, That Celſus has no right Notion of the 
Omnipreſence of God > That there needs no change of Place 
to him that fills all Places; and plainly applies this to 
the Son of God, as well as to God; or, whether the 
Logos (Word) who was in the Beginning, and which him- 


felf is God, come to ns, he will not want his Throne, nur 


forſake it, &c. Will Mr. Whiſfton make us believe, 
that Origen, that attributes the ſame Omnipreſence to 
God the Son that he does to God the Father, did not 
believe him to be truly God ? 5 SH 
Pag. 170. But if the Immortal God the Logos (Word) 
when he aſſumes a Mortal Body, and an Human Soul, ſeem 
to Celſus to be chano'd and transformed ;, let him learn, 
that the Logos (Word) continuing in his Eſſence the 
Logos fill, ſuffers none of thoſe things which the Body and 
the Soul ſuffer. © 1 e HOKE 
The Immortal God the Logos, and with the Article 
too (5 aαν,Es² N Oed Logos) and yet not very God! 


nay the unchangeable God, that abides in the _ 


fame unchangeable Eſſence even when he condeſc 
to take Fleſh upon him. I know not whether Mr. Whi- 


fon believe his Logos changeable” or no: The Arians 


of old believed him murable, nay peccable too. How- 
ever, Iam ture Mr. Whiſtoz believes him paſſible, when 


he aſſerts he, the very Logos, ſuffer'd and was liable | 


to be tempted as the rational Soul is. Now Origen 
Here only ſays the juſt contrary, That the Logos faf- 


fer'd nothing at all (when he took Human Nature) of 


thoſe things which the Saul and Body ſuffer. Here are 
Three Eſſential Attributes of God given to the Logos 
in theſe few Words: Sure Origen thought the Logos 


very God. We 
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The Logos (Word) took not only a Mortal Body, 
but an Human Soul (a Rational Spirit:) And fo 


Saviour, 


it may be anſwered, by diſtinguiſhing between the Nature 
of the Divine Logos, which is God, and the Soul af Feſus, 
te Mr. Whiſton makes no Diſtinckion between theſe Two; 
lace for he thinks Chriſt had no Rational Soul but the 
to Wl Logos (Word.) h eee wk EOS þ 
the Pag. 237. He reflects upon the Heathens worſhip= 
im- ping the Sun and other Luminaries; and intimates, 
nor Wt theſe are but Sparks to the true Light the Legat. And 
ve, invites them to worſhip him, which he would never 
to do; but that he thought him truly God. I believe 
not there is not a Word in Origen that can intimate, he 
ay thought it lawful to worſhip any but him that is the 
rd) true God. 2 


em Pag. 28, Orſe 8 I ayiniſw, Y mdons Yyenilis quozes 
rn, TesloTooy x3\ afiav edivar Tis Suva?) os 6 yevioes cd 


the malig, ire + ralee ws tpnlvx © - Y copia avis. _ 
Neither can any one throughly know him that is un- 

created, and the Firſt Born of all created Nature, as 

the Father that begat him: Nor the Father as his 


cle 

d! animatum verbum, his lively Word and Wiſdom. 
er Here is the Son plainly aſſerted to be unmade, 5. 6 
5 not a Creature, tho he knows the Father, i. e. compre- 
1 hends him: Both which are directly againſt the Arians, 
n who aſſert the Son to be a Creature, and that the Son 


doth not comprehend the Father. 2 | 

Pag. 320. By this Logos (Word) we ſay that God 
may be comprehended. This is contrary to Arius, who 
fays, It is impoſſible for the Son to ſearch out what the 
Father is in himſelf ; For the Son himſelf doth not under- 


of ftand his own Eſſence. This is but the juſt Conſequence 
re of his making him a Creature; probably there is no 


Creature in the World that throughly underſtands its 


1a 1; 
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did not think with Mr. W. the Logos was the Soul of our 
Pag. 171. He -anfivering an Objeftion ſays, T this 
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Ibid; For who elſe could ſave Mans Soul, and bring it 
wich to the Great and Good God, but God the Logos 
(Word) (5 ©:% feyòs with the Article) who when as he 
war in the Beginning with God; for thoſe that were 


_ fleſhly, was made Fleſh, that he might be received by them, 


by whom: otherwiſe he could not be ſo much as ſeen, in as 


much as he was the Logos (Word) and was with God, and 


was G od. Wee 


- 


- Origen, it ſeems, was not of the Opinion that the 


Logos was viſible in his oẽn Nature. | 


Pag. 323. For according to our Doctrine, not only the 


God ani Father of the Univerſe is Great; for he hath com- 
municated his Greatneſs, to his only begotten the Firſt Born 
of the whole Creation, that ſince he is the Image of the 
invi ſihle God, he may reſemble his Father in Greatneſs too. 

Pag. 385. Celſus ſays, The Chriſtians might find fault 
with the Gentiles for ſerving many Gods, if they them- 
7 did not ſerve Chriſt, a Man, whom they pretended 
to be God. 3 | 


' Origen anſwers, That the Chriſtians worſhipped none 


but the One God of the Univerſe ; and cites thoſe Places 
of St. John, I and my Father are One; and the Father is 
in me, and I in him. Whereby it is plain Origen un- 


derſtood our Saviour there to ſpeak of the inſeparable }. 
Union of Nature and Eſſence, between the Father 


and the Son: So that whatever Diſtinction there may 
be, of one from the other, they are One God. 
Pag. 387. We then have learnt who this Son of God is, 


that he 4s the Brightneſs of his (the Father's) Glory, and 


the expreſs Image of his Perſon ;, the Vapour of the Power 
of Goa , the true Emanation of the Glory of the Omnipo- 
tent; the Splendor of the Light Eternal; the Immaculate 
Glaſs of the Eſficacious Power of God ;, and, the Image of 
his Goodneſs.” We know that this is his Sm, and he is his 
Father, and there is no inderency in the Saying : Nor is it 
any way unſeemly for God to ſubſtitute ſuch his only begot- 
ten Son; nor can any one perſuade us, that he, who is ſuch 
a One, ts not the Son of the. unbegotten God and Father. 
Here are moſt of the glorious Titles put n 
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clit are * by Origen, and other Fathers, to ſet 


forth the Glory of this Son of God. 

And thus I have now done with my Teftimonies out 
of Origen 3 and cannot but think, that, as to the Do- 
ctrine it ſelf, he was a Trinitarian, and did fully be- 
lieve, that the Son and Holy Ghoſt were both truly 
God. I will not deny but 20 may be found many 


Expreſſions, even concerning theſe Points, that are 
not to be defended. 


But we muſt diſtinguiſh between the main Bulk of a 


Doctrine, and the ſeveral Explications that are given 
of it: And therefore, we are to judge of the Doctrine 


of any Author, by the main Stream that flows through 
his Works, and not by here and there a bye and oc- 
caſional Expreſſion , that may, through inadvertency, 
be let fall by the Author; not ſo conſiſtent with his 
ſettled Opinion. I cannot but obſerve this as a great 


Piece of Unfairneſs in ſome of the Arian and Unita- 
rian Writers, particularly, the Irenicum and Sandius, 
when they give an Account of theſe things from the Fa- 

thers, that they take care to conceal thoſe Paſſages, that 


ſhew the true Doctrine of the Fathers, and fix u 
ſome incongrue dicta, which are, it muſt be confeſs d, 
to be found pretty plenty in the Fathers, as they are 
too in other and modern Authors, if they were read 
with defign to find fault, Now theſe, when they are 
put together in a Book upon any Point, make, at firſt 
Appearance, but an ugly Show ; but immediately va- 
niſh upon the reading, with fair Allowance, the Books 
themſelves. 

1 could eaſily prove what I fay, as to the Point be- 


fore us; but the narrow Limits I have ſet to theſe Papers 
will not give leave. And it would not ſignify much 


to the Unlearned, and the Learned have . Books 


enough to which [ refer them; and particularly to 


the Learned Biſhop Bull. 


Photing Bib. Cad. 48. Mentions one Cains a Roman 


Presbyter, in the Time of Pope Zepherine, as ſpeak- 
| ng 
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neg plainly of the true and proper Divinity of Chrift; 
N e (i. e. Caius) ſpeaks very properly of the 
Divinity of Chriſt our frue God ( &Z Kelis au- 
027 Ot 1p9r when he both gives him the Name of 
Chriſt, and deſcribes, without fault, his ineffable Ge- 
neration by the Father. This Caius wrote a Book, 
a reid, extant in the Time of Photius; which Book 
Photius re fers to. And every body knows would not 
have commended a Man as Orthodox, who wrote like 
an Arian, when he was ſo hypercritical upon ſome of 
the Fathers as to that Point. 


; Hippolitus likewiſe, an Author contemporary with 
Origen, if not rather before him; for Origen is ſaid 
by ſome to have ſet upon writing his Commentaries 


on Scripture, in Imitation of, if not out of Emulation | 


to, this Hippolitus, who had written Commentaries on 
a great many Books of Scripture. Mr. Vhiſton, in his 
Book, brags of this Hippolitus, what a mighty Friend 
he would have been to his Cauſe, if we had not had 
the ill Luck to loſe his Works. But, I think, the con- 
trary pretty well appears, by ſome Fragments of him, 
wu have been preſerved by Anaſtatius and Theo- 
oret. | 5 
This Hippolitus (whether he were an Italian, or 
Arabian Biſhop, it matters not, tho? probably the lat- 
ter) is {aid to be the Scholar of Clemens of Alexandria 
(one of the Fathers Mr. V. is fallen out with.) And 
*tis probable, he was of the ſame Opinion with him, 
as to the Divinity of Chrift, : 
And, I think, this will appear from thoſe Fragments 
we have of him. | | 
Anaſtatius in Collect an. pag. 210,211. Cites theſe 
- Paſſages out of him. He ſays that he (i. e. Chriſt) it, 
and is to be underſtood to be, both the infinite God, ang a 
finite Man : Tov Oe d wege ous Ts meeiſexrlov dy0gwnroy, 
and that he perfectly has the perfect Subſtance of both, 
F via zx Texas TN EN, i. e. he is Proper- 


ly ſpeaking moſt truly, both God and Man. T, 
8 : : : : 


ANY = OS 


= Wy on# % Wy My 


EE” OE. Toog PRES 


"i3 Wd  — ww AY . 


— 


EEB 


vs 


= 


—_ — ä 3 — ; F > x £ * A ? 8 3 5 q * * 
1 0 : x <—ﬀ . : A 4 * - * 
4 = 2 2 * 2 ” N 7 : 
FSI pag ce 1 ( - I 
22 5 1 F _ . 7 — 


Phe Chriſtianity. 8 
e Divine Nature (i. i. e. of Chrift, ) as it was befors. 
A* Incarnation, fo it 15 rol after 11. Incarnation, in 
its very Nature, infinite, incomprehenſible, impaſſ ible, 
analterable, unchangeable, having all Power in it ſelf; 
Medwes, and to fay all na Word, ſomething ſub- 
ſtantially ſubſiſting, ves voi@des, "and which alone 
js the infoere and imnittablt Good; for ſo I tranſlate 
dbb g eve 1 aher, no one Engliſh Word can reach the 
Greek. 

One would think his Author had lived in the 
Fourth, Century. Mr. V. may ſee his Primitive 
Faith was fadly corrupted long before the Time 
of or PEG o which we may add, | 

He (i. e. Chriſt) ſu Hered no change, nor was be at all, 

thing wherein he is the ſame with the Father, made 
0 ſame with Fleſh, by his xtra, Humiliation, Con- 
deſcenſion, Emptying himſelf, 7. e. his Incarnation ; j 
but as he mas without Fleſh (i. e. before he took Fleſh) 
he continued without being Circumſcribed, i. e. having any 
Bounds fet to his Eſſence, deing {ill Infinite, 50 «ts 
Yeagie: 

Sandius, and others, have no way to come off from 
theſe plain Teſtimonies, but by denying the Work, 
cited by Anaſtaſius, is the Work of Hippolitus; becauſe 
forfooth Eufebius, and St. Ferome, make no mention 
of it. Tho' Euſebius tells us Hippolitus wrote many 
more Works than thoſe he mentions. And St. Jerome 
mentions very few more. juſt as-if he ſhould argue, 
Hippolitus was no Biſhop, becauſe not called fo by 
Euſobius and Jerome. Sure we may take Anuaſtiaſiuss 
Word for one, as well as for the other. 

And as to the Objettion they make, that Hupolitus 
ſtrikes at the Hereſy of Eutiches, which was long after 
Hippolitus. 1 hope that Work does not mention E- 
_ Fiches, nor plainly his Hereſy. And an Hereſy may | 
be confuted, in effect, long before it is: Elſe how | 
ſhould we diſprove Herefies out of Scripture. And 
moſt of, the Hereſies of the Third and Fourth Cen- 
| fury vere underother Names long before (Ithink I may 

| except 
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58 ARIANISM not the : 
except Arianiſm) and particularly that of the Euti- 
chian Confuſion of the Two Natures in Chriſt : So 
that theſe Arguments againſt that Work being Hippo- 
litus's, ſignify juſt nothing. | 5 
We have likewiſe ſome Fragments of this Author 
preſerved by Theodoret. | | 725 7 
Tom. 4. p. 88. Our Paſſover is ſacrificed for us, 
xeis ds 6 Ges, Chriſt the God, or our God, 1, e. Chrii 
who is God. | N 25 
Again: He blames both the Extreams, of thoſe who 
denied Chriſt to be God, and thoſe who denied him to be 
very Man; ſuppoſed him rather a Spectre of a Man, than 
Aan. I believe there never were any Hereticks 
who denied him. to be God in Mr. Mhiſton's Senſe, 
that being not inconſiſtent with his being a meer 
Again: He that came into the World was plainly ma- 
nifeſted to be both God und Man; that he was «Man we 
may plainly ſee, in that he was hungry, and weary, and 
thirſty: And his Divine Nature we may again ſee, in 
that he was worſhipped of Angels, &c. | 
Here-we ſee Religious Worſhip plainly infers him 
to be God to whom it is given. | 

- Hippolitus ſeems, by theſe Teſtimonies, to believe 

that Chriſt is as certainly very God, as he is very 
Man. | „ | 
There is likewiſe this Teſtimony cited by ſome as 
from Hippolitus, plamly proving he beliey'd Chriſt's 
Ubiquity, and by Conſequence, that he is truly God. Pe 
He was whole in all things, ana every where, filling all +1 
things, vel T9 ALY. | 8 . 

And this likewiſe: Seeing the only begotten Logos 1 
(Word) of God, being God: of God, Geis c, Otis | 
did make himſelf of no Reputation, &c, The very Phraſe F 
— Fathers... 0 
Alſo this: Here is plainly ſigniſied both the Generation 8 
f the only begotten Son of God the Father, and that of the 
Holy Virgin, whereby he is underſtood and appears to be fi 
Aan; for he being both by Nature, and yerily the 2. W 1; 

i | N 5 | 
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— 


of God, and the Father, for our ſakes underwent that Ge- 
neration of the Womb of a Woman, &c. Sure here is 
underſtood ſomething more by the Generation of God 
the Father, than Creation, when it is not only contra» 


diſtinguiſh'd from the real Generation of his Huma- 


nity, in the Womb of the Virgin; but Chriſt is ſaid, 
from that Generation, to be by Nature, and truly, the 
Son of the Father. I believe Mr. V. will hardly 
fay his Logos is the Son of God by Nature, when he 
interprets his truly God, by being truly appointed a God, 
Neither can, I think, that the Logos (Word's) being 
created aher, immediately, or without any In- 


ſtrument, will make him by Nature the Son of God. 


AtJeaft, I dare ſay, this and other Fathers, that call 


him by Nature the Son of God, never meant any ſuch 
| thing. 1295 * | | 


Again: It was requiſite that he that was to be the Me- 


diator between God and Men ſhould partake of both, that 


he might appear the Mediator between Two Natures. 


Was Chriſt a Mediator between a made or appointed 


God and Nen, or between One that was by Nature 
God, and us that are by Nature Men? But, in Mr. Whi- 
ſton's Senſe, One may be a God, that is, by Nature, 
but an Angel, or a Man: Now according to this Au- 
thor, our Saviour was to be really of both thoſe Na- 
tures, he was to mediate between. I doubt this, as 
old as it is, is but modern Divinity with Mr. Whiſt on. 

I might likewiſe cite a great many Teſtimonies, out 
of what is preſerved of his Works de Conſumma- 
tione, &c. and de Chriſto & Anti-Chriſto ; but thoſe 


being uncertain, and of no great Authority, I will 


ſuperſede the mentioning of em. 0 

And now, if I may Judge of Hippolitus by his 
Fragments, I am apt to with as well as Mr. Whiſten, 
we had his Works intire. I am apt to think the Arian 
Cauſe would-not be much the better for it. 

I now proceed to cite the Teſtimonies of Tertullian 
for the true Divinity of our Saviour. I need be the 
leſs ſollicitous about the Judgment of this Father, 
12 8 11 Ü 
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60 ARIANISM ot tbe 
becauſe Mr. Whifton, by leaving him out of his Liſt 
of the Anti- nicene Fathers, plainly. gives him up to 
the Orthodox. In the Beginning indeed of his Book, 
he calls him an Heretick, and an extravagant Writer. 
He was an Heretick in Mr. Whiſtor”s Senſe, with re+. 
ſpeck to the Trinity; and he was certainly in that 
what we modern Divines call Orthodox. And ſup- 
pdſe he did write extravagantly in ſome things, muſt. 
he therefore be regarded in nothing. Tertullian was 
an extravagant Writer, therefore he was wrong in his 
\ Belief of the Trinity. As if one ſhould ſay Mr. Whi- 
ſton wrote an extravagant Book about a Comet's being 
the Cauſe of the Flood, and affronted Moſes more 
than any of thoſe he pretended to anſwer. There- 
fore he is certainly in the wrong in his Primitive 
Chriſtianity reviv d. Tertullian it may be has, by way 
of Explication, ſaid ſome things that look a little odd 
of the Trinity; therefore he did not believe the 
Trinity it ſelf. I hope I may make bold, without 
any Offence to Mr. Whiſton, to produce the plain 
Teſtimonies of Tertullian for the Divinity (1 mean 
the true and' proper, not the metaphorical Divi- 
nity) of our Bleſſed Saviour, without being obliged - 
to defend and make good what Tertullian hath written 
extravagantly of that, or any other matter. There 
are no People in ſuch danger of making great Miſtakes, 
and running into great Errors, as great Wits, and 
Men of great Reading and Learning; witneſs Origen 
and Tertullian of old, I could name ſome Writers 
of theſe modern Times. They often, like Febu, 
drive furiouſly; or like young Phaeton (who had a 
ſtrong Conceit he could light the World better than 
his Father, but unluckily happen'd to burn it.) He 
was no ſooner mounted the Chariot, but 18 
Fertur equis auriga neque audit currus habenas. 


Which 1 tranſlate thus from Mr. Dryden: 

Great Wits to eHadneſs ſure are near allyd 

Aud thin Partitions do their Bound b the. | 
. TT. 
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Primitive Chriſtianity, 6 
iſt But where am 1? I am afraid I ſhall grow a Wie 
to my ſelf) I talk o extravagant 7. Ill try to brin 
K, my ſelf down a little, with the hard Labour of reads 
r. ing in that crabbed Father Tertulian, Pamel, Ed. Apo- 
By loget., Lab. cap. 21. We have learnt (ſaith he) that he 


at. (i. e. Chriſt) was begotten of God, aud is therefore called 
p- the Son of God, and God, from their being of one Sub- 
iſt. WM ſtance; ex unitate ſubſt ante. 
AS Contra Judzos, cap. 7. The Kingdom and Name of 
his WW Chriſt is every where adored, he is King to all, he is God 
bi- % f na ro ry 
ng id. cap. 3. He ſays, The Magi honoured Chriſt with 
re Gifts, as God and King. A at I, 
| Ibid. cap. 12. Behold all Nations riſing from the Gulph 
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e of Human Error, to the Lord God their Creator, and to 
ay as MERE... . 
dd De Orat. cap. 2. When we ſay, Our Father, &c. we 
he call him God. And the Son is invocated in the Father; 
ut for, ſaith he, I and my Father ars One: We ought to in- 
Tho! vocate none but the Deity. . oo oo 
an Md De Preſcriptionibus, cap. 33, ,( Tho' fome deny that 
vi- to be Tertullian's Work) he tells us, John calls them 
ed Anrti-Chriſts that denied that Teſus is the Son of God (he 
en means certainly as God: ) For he-fays, This Ebion 
re did, denying Chriſt to be the Son of God, begotten of God; 
es, but only by Grace, Re eneration, and Adoption, as the reſt 
nd of the Saints. By which, it appears, Tertullian 
ren thought Chriſt by Nature the Son of God, and 
ers e i 3 
bu, Ibid. He tells us Carpocrates thought Chriſt was be- 
2 gotten only as Man, not as G. | | 


Cap. 5 3. He tells us, Theodotus wax blaſphemous againſt 
Chriſt, when he ſaid he was only Man, and denied him to 
be God, I ſuppoſe he did not deny him to be Chriſt; 
and, in Mr. Whiſtox's Senſe, God. Oe 
De carne Chriſti, cap. 3. He argues againſt Marcion, 
who denied the Incarnation of Chriſt thus : — Thou 
canſt not ſay if he had been born, and truly put on Man, 
he would have ceaſed to be God, loſing what he mals 

| | - while 
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while. he aſſumed what he was not; for there is ng a Danger 

Alteration iu God, periculum enim ſtatus in! eo nul 

ut eſt. 

Here it's plain Tertul;an thought, he that took Hu- 
man Nature upon him, was before, and continues fill, 
the immutable God. 

Cap. 6. Ibid. The Poſſeſſion of bath Subſtances ſhew'd 
him both ¶ Man and. God, &c. which Propriety of the 
Condition of the Divine and Human Nature, is ſettled 
with equal Verity of both Natures : Here we te Chriſt 
IS as truly God, as he is Man. 

Cap. 14. bid. He it made lower n. the els 
when he becomes Man; but as he is the Spirit 2 
and the Power of the Higheſt, he cannot be reckoned 
lower than the Angels, as being God, and the Son of God. 

The Son (as here in Tertullian is pretty often cal. 
led in the Fathers the ESI of God, as he is born 
of God. 

De Reſurrectione Carnis, cap. 6. Being in hy Form 
of God, he thought it no robbery to be equal with God; 
Pariari Deo, i. E. Parem eſſe. *Tis plain Tertullian, as 
well as, I think, moſt of the other Fathers, under- 
flood Phil. 2. 6. as the modern Trinitarians do; and 
therefore muſt think Chriſt, in Nature, equal to God, 
Le.-yery God. <. 

Cont. Marc. L. 3- C.6. Marcion's Chriſt was not what 
he ſeemed to be Fleſh, and yet not Fleſh; Man, yet 
nor Man; therefore the God Chriſt, and yet not God : 
For why ſhould he not alſo carry only the Appearance of 
God. Juft as Mr. Whiſton may fay of his Logos, he 1s 
God, and not God. 

1 4. Cap. 9. C. Marc. As if. . 7 durſt not aſſert the 

Word to be of the Subſtance of God; Verbum in ſubſtan- 
tiam creatoris vindicare. | 

Cont. Marc. L. 5. c. 10. It will be equally true, that 
Chrift, tho in the Form of God, ſhall not be veryGod (vere 
Deus) if when he was in the Form of Man, he be not. very 
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We ſee he runs Marcion u n ſu oſing 
to be very God, as an Abfurdity, pol ns. 8 


He thought the Father, Son, and Holy Gho 
One Perſon ; and therefore, that the Father 
Tuffer'd, and was crucified for us. . 

The Devil endeauours ſometimes to bake the abb = 
defending it, i. e. by denying the Diftinit ion of the Perſons 

f the Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, in the N of 5e 
ſame infinite and ee Ene. 

Cap. 2. We, as we always did, do nom believe in One 

God; but under the Diſpenſation 0 which we call Oeconomy) 
that this One Cod has alſg a Son, his Word who proceeded 
from him -— that he was ſent by the Father into the 
Virgin, and being. born of her, was Man and: Ged, the 
Son of Man, and the Son of GH, &c. that he ſent his 
Holy Spirit the Paraclet, the San#ifies of the Faith af, them 
wꝓpho believe in the Father, and the, Son, and the Holy 
Ghost, that this Rule ran along from the Beginning of the 
Goſpel, even before the fir t Hereticks, much more RUNS 
Praxeas, who is but of Yeſterday, _ 

Mr. Whiſton rejects Tertullian becauſe he was an He- 
retick, as if, becauſe he beliey'd ſome things wrong, 
he could believe nothing right. Sandius ſaith, Ter- 

tullian was an Arian before, and turn'd what we call 

Orthodox, after he became a Montanist. But Ter- 
tullian here tells us, he believed the ſame, as to the 
Trinity, before and after he was a Montanift. And 
*tis plain enough his Belief was not Arian. 


w to be 
- : «© 


in the Son and Holy Got. 
Cap. 4. I do not ſuppoſe the Son to come from any other 


than the Subſtance of the Father; nor the Holy Jost than 


from the Father, by the Son. 

Cap. 8. We ſay the Son was brought forth by the Father, 
but not ſeparate; prolatum ſed non ſeparatum. Where- 
by he ſhews that intimate and ineffable Union between 
the Perſons in the Trinity. 1 

ibid. 


In his Book againſt Fee e defends: at large the 
Catholick Faith. This Se, was a l. ig 3 


Thid. He ſaith, The Divine Nature Ver, 1⁰ Diviſi aon 


* 
2 J 
. 3 
” 
. Ll 
4 =: 
" =_ 
ws / £2] 
"= 
. n 7 
1 
1 
q |; 
#.; tab 
Fi il, 
- 4 ” 
4 ed 
{ 
4 
9 
1 
5 
893 
1 
is n I 
ot 
1 
1 
. i 
.#- 
13 
* UF 
3 1 
4 , 
12 
1 
4 


— Io 


. 
x x 


9 


2 7 Dy > 1-4 
age IP ů r a ET 


«i 
WF. 1 * 
oh 
+ 
f — 
3 19 
TEL 
WO 
„ 
1.497 
4 181 
5 
a 4 7 4 
WOE, - 
$4. 74 
\ 18:23 
Nen 
18 
4 33% 
1.4.7 
2 RA 
"os 
vat 
- wn 1 
"4 + 
i. 
yr 1 
n 
* & 4 
an 
FP e 
1 
1 
y i 
"8 
= * 
"I? 14. 
1 
IP 
5 
4H ! 
"TH 
Wt 
1 
4 
eh 
3 
2 
- ; 
+» $i 
"0 
3 
„ 
«(bg *% 
„ 
3 
+ 
ye * 
bb." pl 
1 428 
4 * 
1 
1 
- IR 
. bo, 
1 1 
„ 
= 
"3 
©. 24D 
„ 
. 
* 
5 
1 
1 270 
Ms 
*K f 
* 
93 
* N 
4 
_ |. 
WW 
1% 1 
. 1 5 
1 
1 
. 
bw. 
1 
+ 
7 
"FE 
2308 
** 
3 
— 
5 
_ 
"7x Wo: 
ja F 
, 
"a 
* 3 
3 . 
8 
p „ 
3 4] 4 
_ 
FM 
= 
44 N 
9 
„ 
1 
1 ad 
3 o 
! e. 
* * 
BE 
« We 
. 
5 


3 


5 SRP . TIED — — 
8 3 


| ren God. 


Antiwien wt yy 


bid. Thave already toll you bow you ought to take that 
Ward (another.) on AW of the. Perſon, not the "oe 
flange, as ro Diſtinttion, not as to Diviſion. 
Cap. 17. The Name of the Father is God Onini 10 5 
the mol High, the Lord of Hoſts, the God of 
Now we ſay thefe belong to the Son too under theſe 102 05 


the Son came, and by Theſe he afted, — being by ; good 


right God Ompipotent, as being the N ord of the Om pe- 


* Cap. 2. He ſays, Thi Ne Petſineris the Trinity, are 
unius ſubſtantiæ, & unius ſtatus, & unius poteſtatis, 
quia wnus Deus, &c. That they are of One Subſtance, Us 
One Stare, and One Power, becauſe One God. 

Cap. 13. We never ſp eak of Two Gods, or Two Lott} 
Not 'as if the Father 1570 not God, and the Son God, 
rr 1 Hey Go God, aud every One of them G. od, 

n 
it would be endlets i. 1 ſhoutd proceed to collect alt 
that might eaſily be brought out of Tertullian about 


the Trinity. I have chiefly inſiſted on thoſe Paſſages 


that concern the Subltarc of the Doctrine, without 


troubling my ſelf with his Explications. | 


I fhall therefore now diſmiſs Tertullian, and OT 
td Nyvatian : An Author, whoſe Work of the Tri- 
nity is generally found at the latter End of Tertullian's 
Works; and has been lately put forth by Mr. Whi#or 
with a great Encomium, as a Book mighty ſerviceable 
to his Caufe. I ſuppoſe I ſhall not diſpleaſe Mr. V. if 


I chuſe to make uſe of his own Edition of Novatian, | 
at the End of his Hiftorical Preface. 


Pag. 3 50. Now this Word, 1. e. Chriſt, was in the 
Beginning with God, and be was God. Now who Can 
doubt, but when it is ; ſaid the Word was made Fleſh and 
dwelt among us, Chriſt who was born, both becauſe he 
was made Fleſh was Man, and becauſe he was the M. ord FI 


God, was without ſcruple to be called God. 


Nothing can be plainer than that Novatian does not 
_— that Chriſt was wed way God, on account = 
. 18 
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his Human Nature, which yet he might be by Ap⸗ * 
pointment of God; and the Socinians ſuppoſe him to 


be called God, as he was the Chriſt of God, not on 
account of his being the Word of God. Now, if 


we ſuppoſe him a Creature, as he is the Word of 
God, there will be no Conſequence in Novatian's Ar- 
gument : For no Creature can be God in any ſenſe 
as à Creature, without the ſpecial Appointment of 
God. But Novatian ſuppoſes him as certainly God, 

by being the Word of God, as he is Man, by his 
being made Fleſh; therefore he muſt be certainly 
and truly God, in the e ee. of Novatian, as 


he is the Logos, the Word or Son of God. 


Pag. 355. If it be proper to none but God to know 
the Secrets of the Heart, Chriſt ſees the Secrets of the 
Heart—— So he muſt be by Nature God. | 

Pag. 357. If Chriſt be only Man, How comes it topals 


that he is preſent every where to be called upon, when 
it is moſt certainly the Nature not of Man, but of God 


#0 be preſent every where? | = Of PTE SL 

I believe Mr. Whiſton himſelf will not ſay, his Logos 

he makes a Creature, is omnipreſent : I am ſure the 

antient Arians did not ſay fo. 1 
Pag. 361. If Chriſt be called by the Apoſtle the Firſt 


Born of every Creature, How can he be the Firſt Born of 


every Creature, unleſs becauſe, as to his Divine Nature, 
the Word proceeded from God ti Father, before the whole 
Creation ? HEE 2 | | 

I Novatian had meant nothing, but the Word was 


created; methinks he ſhould have told us ſo, when 


the thing he ſpeaks of fo plainly leads him to it. 
Pag. 362. And whilſt there is in him (Chri#t) ſome- 


thing that is above a Creature, the Agreement in him of 


Divinity and Humanity ſeems to be aſſured to us. 
There can be nothing in Mr. Whiſtor's Logos above a 

Creature, when he himſelf is a Creature. Therefore 

Novatian thought Chriſt to be God in an higher ſenſe 


OCs” Pag., 
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pag. $63, Ge. Novatian  wnderſtauds Phil. 2, 6. ar 
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the Orthodax now do. Who (i. e. Chriſt) when be was. 


in the Form of God, thaught it na robbery to be equal with 
cd: And afterwards, F Chriſt had been only Man, he 
would have been ſpoke of as being in the Image of God, 


not as being in the Form of God, we are ſure that Man 
was made in the Image of God, not in the Form of 
God. And a little after, Ne was God, in the Form of 


God the Father, begotten and brought forth of him. 
By the Form of God (as the Apoſtle did) I doubt 
not Novatian muſt underſtand the Eſſence of God, 

and not only ſome Likeneſs to God, And this is plain 
| from his oppoſing it to the Image of God, in which 


Man was created. *Tis plain therefore Novatian 
thought Chriſt was by Eſſence and Nature God, And, 


if Novatiaa thought that Chriſt was by Eſſence and 
Nature God, *tis no wonder he ſhould interpret thoſe 


Words of the Apoſtle ſo as he does of Chris being 
equal with God the Father, i. e. is God, as well as the 
Father ; and, in the ſame proper Senſe, that he is. 


For as to the Order, and, as the Fathers ſpeak, the 


Oeconomy of the Three Perſons in the Sacred Trinity, 


we may allow a kind of Superiority in God the Father, 
and Inequality in God the Son. 


Pag. 366. He argues from the Senſe of the Here- 
ticks, ſome of which were ſo well ſatisfied that Chriſt 


mu be God, that, n@ ſeeing how otherwiſe they 


could avoid allowing. Two Gods, they aſſerted Chriſt to 
be God the Father, whilf others choſe rather to den 


kis Manhood than his Godbegd. | | 


Certainly theſe Hereticks of both ſorts meant One 
that was really God: And therefore Novatian, if he 
had been an Arian, muſt have diſtinguiſh'd between 


# God by Nature, and a God by Office and Appointment ; 


which he never does through this whole Book. 
Pag. 371. Who does not underftand that the Divinity 

ic impaſſible but frail Manhood is paſſble, Certainly 

he here ſpeaks of that Divinity he aſeribes to Chriſt, 


which cannot be that of the Ari ans For they be- 


lieve 


80 


| Ppimirive Chrifiouiy. *. 


5 lieve oh Divine Nature of Chriſt is paſſole, ind = 


it At ually ſuffered in our Saviour. 

Pug. 379. F Chriſt be only Man, How does be fey, I 
greceeded forth, and came from God; When tis plain 
that Alan was made by God, aud did not proceed forth 
from God ; for the Word of God did not proceed from God, 
after” the ſame manner that Man proceeded, And a 


trie after, He therefore being God, proceeded from 
Go; whilſt he that came forth is 904 the Word, who pro- 


ceeded and came forth from God. 


Here Novatian plainly denies Chriſt to be a Creas 


ture, and makes a plain Diſtinction between the Pro- 
cefflon of the Son, and the Making of the Crea- 
tutes. I believe he knew) nothing of that Arian farts 
ſycof the creating the Logos immediately by God the 


Father himſelf; without the intervention of any In- 


ſtrument. 
Cap. 3 1. He therefore, when as he was begorten by the 


| Father, i always in the Farher + And, I ſay always, ſo | 


as to prove him not unborn but born. But he that is be- 
fore all Time; is tobe ſaid to have alidays been in the Fa- 
ther; for neither can any Time be aſſigned to him, who ts 
before all Time ;, for it muſt. be ſaid he was always in the 
Father, leaſt rhe Father ſhould not "ulways be a Father. 
This is full againſt the Arias Scheme, which allows 
there was a Time when the Son was not, and SR 
God was not a Father. ; 
© Tho? this Author does not ſet himſelf directly to 
prove the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt, yet he aſcribes 
ſuch things to him, as can belong to none but to him 
who is truly God. And indeed what the Ariaus them- 


ſelves aſcribe to him, does by 8 Conſequence infer 


him tobe fo. 
I would conclude With this Remurk, That when 1 


read over Mr. Whiftor's Edition of this Author, which 
I did with the beſt Attention I could, I could not find 


any Paſſages that ſeemed to favour Avianiſm, except a 


| Paſſage 8 Two, that ſeem to make the Proceflion of 


che 25 to depend upon the Will of the Father, to 
K 2 5 which 
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which there are a great many Paſſages in him, di- 

- reftly and irreconcileably contrary. And thoſe Paſ- 
ſages are eaſily accounted for, by a Diſtinction com- 
mon among the Fathers of a double Proceſſion or 


Generation, of the Son; the one Real and Eternal, 


the other Temporal and Metaphorical at the Creation 


of the World. Whether thoſe Paſſages I have cited 
be irreconcileable to the Arian Scheme, I muſt leave 
to the Judgment of the candid Reader. 

ry . 


I proceed now to Gregory Thaumaturguu, the Scho- 
lar of Origen, the famous Biſhop of Neoceſaria, a Man 


famous for his Sanctity of Life, and miraculous Works, 
and of ſuch Eſteem in that Church, that they would 
receive nothing as to Doctrine and Diſcipline but 
what came from him. FVV 
He ſet forth a Confeſſion of Faith as to the Tri- 
nity, ſaid to be given him by Revelation; which, 


thoꝰ not mentioned by Euſebius or St, Ferome, yet is 
confirm'd to be genuine, by Gregory Nyſſen, who 
wrote his Life; By St. Baſil, who ſays he was taught 


that Confeſſion by his Grandmother, and had kept 
to it ever fince ; and, by the Fifth General Council. 
I ſhall not tranſcribe the Whole; tis enough to take 


Notice of what is plainly againſt the Arian Hereſy. 


Of the Son, he calls him Xeeox1dg , i. e. the 


Eternal expreſs Image, as the Apoſtle does of the Per- 
_ Jon of the Father: By which tis plain he thought 
him Eternal, and of more than Mr. Whiſton's Meta- 
ical Eternity. Sede e Oe, God of God, not a God 
made by God. Eu + Geri, the Image of the 


Deity, as a Son, that is perfectly like his Father, is 
the Image of him. "Tus an ss annbivs Titles, a true 
Son, of a true Father, which I believe implies ſome 


thing more than to be created «4wioildiros, immedi- 

ately by God. He is called 4ebag]&:, Incorruptible, 
dave] © dards, aid ifs, Immortal of the Immortal, 
Eternal of the Eternal God, i. e. hath the ſame Immor- 


tality and Eternity that God has. | 
ey 5 . The 
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„„ er, th ORF. 3 is, 


The Holy Ghoft : Er edle Aer i Gi bra 
Ed F of rid, the perfett Image of the Son, as the 


erer ei,,, 
Of the Trinity: Tes En x} aldubriſ 3) Bagindla 


Hun lateig otaun, à perfect THR Rog” in Ard Glory, 
rians aicribe the fame 


C., 
N 


Eternity and Kingdom. Do the | 
Glory and Eternity to all the Perſons of their Trinity? 
"Oule y xiv 2 J ov Th red, there is therefore 
neither any thing created, er ſeruile, in the Trinity. 
This certainly is not the Arian Trinity; for there the 
Son is created by the Father, and the Holy Ghoſt by 
the Son, ſay ſome of them. The Son is a Servant to 


the Father, and the Holy Ghoſt to the Son. Oil 


7doax]o ws orte N 5% vazgxo, dre 8 ie ber, 
here is nothing introducible, as, that which mas not 


befire, and afterwards comes in. This does not look 
like a Character of the Arian Trinity, for they will 
not allow it to be natural and effential to the Divine 


Nature to ſubſiſt in a Trinity of Perſons. This 
Trinity it ſelf, was brought in, according to them, 
at the Pleaſure, and by the Will of the Father... And 


it muſt follow from their Principles, that he might 


haye brought in a Quaternity, or any other and greater 
Number, as well as a Trinity, or created as many 
Arian Gods, as there are Stars in the Firmament. 

Obe zy LA xe uns Tdless, 37s d, 2d md pa, GAN 


Exęea e. g eranndidl@- i alrn reids des, neither there- 
fore was the Father ever without the Son, nor the Son with- 
out the Spirit; but the very ſame Trinity always continued 


immutable and invariable. The Arians only ſay juſt the 
contrary. There was a Time when the Father was 


without his Son, and the Son without the Spirit; and 


that there was not always the ſame Trinity that now 
Creatures, can hardly ſay they are immutable. 2; 
I need look no farther for any Fragments of this 


there is. And they that ſay the Son and Spirit are 


celebrated Father. This Confeſſion of Faith, if it 
| be of any Authority, (as I ſee not why it ſhould 455 


— 
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Ter, One Holy. Ghoſt having his Subſiſtence from God. ; 
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I now come to Two or Three Abe Whole Works 
are moſtly loft; Theognoftus and  Dionyſin u, both of 
Alexantria, and Dionyſms. Romanys + The Subſtance of 
whit we have of them, we muſt be beholding to Aha 
. And, Thope, He has not quite loſt his Cre 
dit with eyery Bod y, even fince Mr. Whiſtor hath pre- 
_ to convict Him of Forgery, and runs Him dow! 
ere in his Book, as an ignoratt Fellow. 
on o fuch à pitiful, ſilly, ignorant Writer 
as Mr. W makes Athanaſius to be, could corrupt the 
Faith f much as he is pretended to do; for theſe Hes 


2 Ya 


feticks" are often curming Fellows. But now I think 


nt, It was no great thing to do; for if Mr. Mien 
were the Promitine Faith 1 hink 1 have 1 TC ved, it 
ofully corrupted lotig before Athaniſins's Tithe. 

I. | ak A pt. to think the Enemies of Arhanaſins did not 
think 5 fo mean a Man, as Mr. N. would make us 
delieve he was. Inſtead of taking ſuch Methods as 
they « did, they would rather have Nizhred and def piſed 
him, as; 1 doubt not, ſome Body will do every "Gr 
that writes againſt Him. However, if it will not 
turn Mr. W's Stomach, I will, upon the Credit of 


Athanasius, produce a 135 ſhort e out of =o 


| e Antenicene F athers. 


1 2 certainly lived long before FR Nicene 
Counci tho” after the Time of Ori 4. His Books 
called a" Hyporypoſes. are long ſince loſt, except ſome 
9 preſerved by Atbauaſtus, Athan. Par. 
Tom. 1. p. 274. The Eſſence (Subſtance) of the Son 
is not any ſuch as is found to come from any thing without, 
| ( erin ck) neither ts it ſuperinduced from any thing hat 
mas not before exlin whov, but ſprung from the Effence of the 
Father, . as Rays fo: the Light, or as Vapour from 
Water. Neither is it (i. e. the Eſſence of the Son) 
a thing of wy other Kind, Gen, but an Emanation 


(efflux) 


< 7 0 >.» 2 


2 
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Peimitioe Chriſtianity 7 
(efflux) Sega, from the Eſſance of the Futher Ide EE. 
ſence (Subſtance) of the Father au the mean time ſuſſer« 
ung no Diviſion ;, for as the Sun abiding the ſame, is not 

it ſelf leſſened by the ſhooting out of its Rays, ſo: neither 
does the Eſſence (Subſtance) of the Father ſuffer any - 
teration, by having its Image P ons oo 
I think it appears from this, and a Multitude of 
other Places in the Fathers, and from the very Simile's 
they uſe about the Trinity, ſuch as the Sun and its 
Light, Water and Vapour, the Root and what ſprings 
from it, mention'd or 1mply'd in this Paſſage, and the 
Fountain and its River or Rivelet that flows from it. 
I ſay it appears from Multitudes of Places in the Fa- 
thers, that they thought a Trinity of ſome ſuch Bi- 
ſtinctions as we call Perſons, the Father, Son, and 
„ | Holy Ghoſt, is natural and eſſential to the Deity or 
it Divine Nature, and does not intirely depend upon the 
e. Will of the Father, whether there ſhould be a Trinity 
of or not. And if we grant this, which ſeems to me to 
us follow from the main Bulk of the Fathers Afſertions, 
as Explicat ions, and Arguments, about the Trinity, the 
d | Son and Holy Ghoſt muſt be as Eternal as the Father. 
6 The Creation of the Son is here plainly denied; fpr 
ot 
of 


t : ] 
* * 
2» * 
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if the Son were created, he muſt either be made of 

J ſomething or nothing. Now Theognoſtus plainly tells us, 
ie That the Eſſence of the Son, was neither from avy 

N thing without the Father, iS ben, nor was it, d Hhõ,ů ur, 

from nothing, and ſo not created at all. 
ve 1 There is nothing that can help us out here, but 
D Mr. Whiſtor's perhaps, or may be he was begotten or crea- | 
6s ted (for they muſt be all one with Mr. Whifton) of the 
i Subſtance of the Father. But, I think, it is paſt perhaps, 
1 that that may not, cannot be, without fuch a Diviſon 
4 of the Divine Nature, as Theogneſtus here tells us 8 
1 not. That any Part (if I may fo ſpeak) of the Di- 
＋ vine Nature, ſhould be the Subfiance of which à Crea- 
1 ture ſo much inferior is Made, fo diſtinc from, and ſa 
9 much below God in Nature, as Mr. }Vhifton ſuppoſes 
» | the Lagos to be, without dividing the Divine Subſtance, 
8 _ 


. ** RY "” ? OC" 9 7 * * * X oy 2 3 . [ . g 2 . 
8 . : 7 e ; 2 . =. K & 

» 2 l N : 

1 * 4 J * F A 

4 ; wa, 1 : : en ' ” "2 * 
FORE ; of, 7 þ 1 KS 1 
0 FF 2&4 I 8 , 2.0 7 - by 4 1 , 
ri Ss 12 8 * 1 : 
* 2 £ 1 


(which the Fathers are all againſt) and debafing it too; 


ay may not be, i. e. it is impoſlible. 


The nxt 1s Dionyſi Alexandrinus, who lived at the 
fame Time with Dionyſius Romanus, in the Third | 


Century. | 

ITis true the Arians have laid claim to this Author, 
and perhaps he had, in his writing againſt the Sabelli- 
ans, let fall ſome unwary Expreſſions that might aſter- 
ward be laid hold on by the :4rianvs. And he was in- 


deed accuſed by the Church of Pentapols. And a 


Council called by Dionyſius of Rome about it. But he 
is defended by Arhanaſme as Orthodox, vid: Athanaf. 


But whatever unwary Expreflions he might have ut⸗ 


ter'd before, there is an Epiſtle written juſt before his 
Death, to the Council of Antioch, that was called in 
the Cauſe of Paulus Samoſatenus ; which plainly ſhews 
that he was not any way favourable to thoſe Opinions 
that were afterward held by the Arians. 

Indeed Sandius has the Confidence to deny that this 
Epiſtle is authentick, and calls it ſuppoſititious. But 
when Euſebius, and Jerome, and the very Antiochian 
Fathers themſelves, own and commend it, we muſt 
beg Sandius's Pardon, if we do not ſuffer Boldneſs to 
bear us down. 5 

This Epiſtle is extant” Bibl. Pat. Tom. 11. 


He calls Chriſt, d#/:5w N nig ſor, the Uncreated, 


and the Creator, pag. 266. and one that is by Nature Lord, 
and the Logos of the Father, by whom the Father made 


) 


all things, ſaid by the Holy Fathers to be conſubſtantial + 


with the Father, 61498 oy To IIc let. None can be by 


Nature Lord, but he who is very God. It appears by 


this, ahd many other Places of the Fathers, that 
the Word steg. was uſed (as much fault as 

Mr. Whiſton finds with it) long before the Council of 
Nice, with reſpett to the Trifiity, , 
Pag. 288. For Chriſt is immutable, as being God the 
Logos (Word.) None can be truly immutable but he 
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Pay 289. Speaking of Chriſt, he He who is 
64 2 over al, our Refuge : And a little after, He who 
2 = over all, the Lord, the * W Iſrael, v, the 
Chri 

1 rr He acknowledges the Confubſtantaliry of the whole 

Ixmi ; 
b | may at Olea ze & \ 76 4 5. TEeSref + 

Rf, > TW mv, hel] 1 Ta eye , oͤuuoe g Ta. —_ Ta 
vel l. ' Chriſk. the Logos, ' confubſtantial with the Hol 
Ghoſt, appearing in the Shupe of a Dove: The H 4 
Ghoſt confubſt antial” with the ber. 7 

I can ſee little difference between ile ie, and du 


Kind, Eſſence, which, I think, 15 the true Signification 
of stal. Both the Son and the Holy Ghoſt, are God 
in' their Nature and Eſſence, as the Father is, and 
therefore very God : Which is anſwer enough to 
. thoſe that object that this Pio onyſius was not Orthodox 
in his Sentiments of the Holy y Ghoſt. 

Ibid. For, ſaith he, the God of Iſrael, is that Jeſus 
who was the Logos ( Word ; before all Ages, as alſo the 
Holy GHH. 

Again: Nor ſhall he be guiltleſs that ſhatl blaſpheme 

' againſt that Loving, Holy Spirit; for that Spirit is God. 
When we have ſuch pregnant Teſtimonies as thoſe. 
I mention'd before, there is no reaſon to doubt whe- 
cher this Work of Dionyſins be authentick and ge- 
4, nuine. And, I think, if Dionyſus had, any time 
1, afore, let fall ſome Expreflions that might be wreſted, 


e by his Enemies, to an ill Senſe, he, in this his laſt Work, 
makes ample amends for them; and chat we ought 
y 1 to think either that his Senſe was miſtaken (as he 
y BU pleaded it was) or that he was better informed be- 
it fore his Death. | 
19 | 

F Ihe next Father 3 is Dionyſius of Rome, who was con- 
3 temporary with the other. He wrote an Epiſtle againſt 
e the Sabellians, which is loſt, only a Fragment of 1t 18 
2 5 in the Works of a ys, This ſhews 


2 | him 


| | * 


neee Gee, * 9 


NY One s, I think, fignifies of the ſame Nature, 
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him ſo Orthodox, that Petavius is forced to own [EL 
ſo; and even Sandius himſelf ( W is a IVR 


has little to ſay againſt him. 
Athanaſius, Tom. 1. pag. 275. 


When he had refute the IP of Sabellius, he * 
3 proceeds: I ſhall now likewiſe ſpeak to thoſe who 7 0 


vert the venerable Doctrine of the Church of God, dividing 
the Monarchy into Three different Powers, and divided 
| Subſtances, and Three Gods, &c. who are, as I may ſay, 
diametrically oppoſite to the Opinion of Sabellius ; for. he 
indeed blaſphemouſly ſays, That the Son is the Faber, and 
the contrary. But theſe in a manner preach Three Gods, 


dividing the Sacred Unity. into Three ſtrange Subſtances | 


(Eſſences) altogether ſeparate from one another; for it 
must needs be that the Divine Logos be united to 0 be one 
with) the God of all things, rde hes 20 Ged., &c. and 
the Holy Gho#t mut needs 18 and dwell in God, 
ELMQIOY EV Y edi ald %.. 

By ſtrange Subſtances, he means Subſtances of dif- 
ferent Eſſences and Natures, and altogether ſeparate 


in their Exiſtence. And ſuch is plainly the Arian 


Trinity, and which makes (ſuch as they 5 Three 
Gods: Whereas in the Trinity there is the cloſeſt 


Union without all Separation of the Father, * and 


Holy Ghoſt. 

Afterwards he hath theſe Words: 

Nor can one leſs find fault with tholo e that are of Oni: 
nion, that the Son was a Creature, thinking our Lord was 


made as one of thoſe things that are truly made: Whereas 


the Holy Scriptures teſtiſy his proper and becoming Genera- 
tion, and not his Formation, or Creation. 

Here we ſee we muſt by no means ſay * Son i is a 
Creature. 

And a good way after he concludes: 

Therefore we muſt not divide the Wonderful and Divine 
Unity into Three Divinities, nor, by pretending him cre- 
ated, leſſen the Dignity and most excellent Majeſty of the 
acer; (ate. Christ) but believe in God the Father Al- 
mighty, and in Chris Jeſus his Son, and in the Holy 


Gboft 3 


. | * 
We ſee this and other Fathers, tho? they plainly 


believe a Trinity of Diſtinctions in the Godhead, yet 
no ſuch Diviſion or Separation of the Perſons, as will 
prejudice the Unity of God; and ſuch an intimate 


and inſeparable Union of the Divine Perſons, as will 
not deſtroy the Monarchy: A Term much uſed by 


the Fathers. And ſo much for Dionyſius Romanus. 


I might here infert the judgment of the Council of 
Antioch, gather'd againſt Paulus Samoſatenus, who ſaid 
that Chriſt was only a Man, but called God on account 


of his Vertues and Works. 

In their Firſt Confeſſion they ſay: ER 

We confeſs and preach (as knowing it from the Old and 
New Teſtament) him (1. e. Chriſt) the begotten, the 
only begotten Son, the Iniage of the inviſible God, the 
Firſt Born of every Creature, the Wiſdom, and Word, and 
Power of God, before all Ages: Not by Foreknowleage, 
but by Eſſence and Subſtance God, the Son of God. They 
apply thoſe Words of the Apoſtle to Chriſt, who is over 
all, God Bleſſed for evermore. Whey condemn them 
that ſay, That to believe and confeſs that Chriſt is God, 
is nothing leſs than to preach Two Gods. They ſay, 
that he that preaches, That the Son of God is not God, 


# 


4 ſtranger to the Rule of the Church That all the 
Holy Scriptures declare that the Son of God is God That 


he (1.e. Chriſt) both is, and works as being the Word, 
and alſo God, by whom the Father made all things, not as 


by an Inſtrument, not as his by Knowledge (Wiſdom) not 


exiſting by it ſelf —— That the Father begot the Som, 4s 4 
living, active Being, and exiſting by himſelf, and work- 
ing all in all. That the Apoſtle calls the Son, who is 
with the Father, God and Lord of all Creatures — The 

e | LS - | 
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Ghoſt; and that the Logos is One (is ſo united to him as 
to be One) with the God of all things, dg & Ab ſo 3 
for ( faith he) 7 and the Father are One, and I am in 
the Father, and the Father in me: For ſo believing, 
both the Doctrine of the Holy Trinity, and the Monarchy 
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76 AnIANISNM not dbe 
| ſame God and Man, Jeſus Chriſt,” was propheſy'd of in 

the Law and Prophets, and by the whole Church which is 
under Heaven, was | believed to be Cd indeed, mho 
made himſelf "of no Reputation, (when as. he was equal 

ro God ) and Man of the Seed of David according to 
the Fleſh. | | 1 . 


And in their Confeſſion of Faith in the Second 
Council of Antioch, againſt the ſame Paulus Samoſas 


tens, they aſſert him t0 be God, and As God uncreated : 


As God, dot, conſubſtantial (coeſſential) with God; 
and as Man, con ſubſtantial with Men. And we pro- 
nounce theſe diſtintt and different between themſelves, 


not to bring in any Diviſion of his One undivided Perſon ; 


but to denote the Diſtinction of the Natures and Proper- 
ties of the Word and Fleſh. If theſe Expreſſions favour 
Arianiſm, IJ am much miſtaken, Ns 

h 1 | | 


| Pamphilus, the great F riend 'of Euſebius, wrote an 
Apology for Origen in Five Books, to which Euſebius, 


after Pamphilus's Death, added a Sixth. The Firſt 


of theſe Books was tranſlated by Ruffinus, and is ſtill 
extant in Latin. 


Now it appears that Pamphilus was what we call Or- 


thodox, in the Belief of the Trinity, when he defends 
Origen as Orthodox, becauſe he taught, in his Wri- 
tings, That there is the ſame Inconvertibility (i. e. Im- 
mut ability) in the Hyly Ghoſt, that is in the Father and 
the Son : That the Trinity is equal, and that the Holy 


Ghoſt" is not 4 Creature That as the Father knows the 


Beginning and End of all things that ave, ſo do the Son 


and the Holy Ghoſt know them too That the Son is, fl 


Staad, conſubſtantial, i. e. of the ſame Subſtance or 
Effence with the Father, hh, © YT 

If he counted theſe Sayings Orthodox in Origen, he 
mult needs be of the ſame Judgment himſelf. I 


5 


be next Father I ſhall mention, is St. Oprian. I 


BE inſiſt upon many Teſtimonies from this Fa- 


ther, becauſe there are hardly any that entertain any 


a Wis bined hin. jos e 4 Ho 
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Suſpicion of his. being favourable to the 4 Sx. N | 
cept. Sandius ; who bas the Confideneg 4 . 2 ; 
pretend to N any ee that makes or his 


ſe. 

Ed. Pamelii, Ep. 46. Wer are De gor n, 8 there 
3s One God, One Chriſt our Lord, hem we have a ſs 45 
and One Holy Ghoſt. 


Ep. 73. The Lord inftrulled. bis Dipl to go. ww 


each all Nations, 22 them in the Name of — Fa- 


ther, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. He ; : 


timates the Trinity, in whoſe Sacred Name the Gentiles 
Tiny to be baptiæ 4 Does Mat cio Wo h+)- bold this 
71 ä 

FEA "He * that 4 St. Jobs, 1 John 3.7 gs © 
theſe Three are 115 to the W Son, and Holy 
Ghoſt. 


Here we ſee, F that Phe of St. Fohn be an Inter- 
polation, tis as Antient as St. Cyprian's Time. I do 
not know any great occaſion the — — — * had ſo early 


as St. Cyprian's Time, to make ſuch an Interpolation. 
And I think it full as likely, that the antient Here- 
ticks, whom moſt believe 4 have play'd tricks with 
Origew s Works, or the Arians afterwards (who let 
Mr. Whiſton ſay what he will) were not generally the 
faireſt Men in the World, I fay I think it fall as 


| likely, that either of theſe ſhould ftrike that Sentence 
out of ſome 8 as that the Orthodox ſhould put 


it into others. am not, I confeſs, like Mr. W. 
who has learnt 2 hunt dry foot after Interpolations, 


and has ſo quick a Scent that he can ſmell one at the 
greateſt diſtance, when, other People, that have not ſo 


Noſes, would not think any thing of the Matter, 
ho?, if I could but work my ſelf up to a Reſolution, 


that every Paſſage, in an antient Father, that is not 


for my Turn, ſhould be an Interpolation, I thould be 
the fitter to deal with him. 


Pag. 107. He tells us, Chriſt commanded the Nations 


to be aptiz'd, in plena & ana Trinitate, into 39s 
18 and united * ; 
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78 Are not * 
It looks as if St. Cyprian thought of ſome elt 
Union in his Trinity, than Mr. Whiſtor ſuppoſes to be 
e 

Epiſt. 75. p. 115. Ae eover when we and the rd 

; ticks have neither One God, nor One Lord, nor One Feth, 
nay nor One Spirit, it is plain, &c. 

If St. Cyprian's Faith, in the Trinity, kad been the 
ſame with any of thoſe that were then called TT, 
theſe Words would not look very proper. ; 

Epiſt. 47. We give thanks to God the Father Mmighty; 
and to Chri t bis Son our God, that faves 16; Deo * | 
8 

Epiſt. 74. Where he is guilty of Blaſphemy are oy 
Lord God Chriſt; Blaſphematur in Dominum Deum | 

Chriſtum. 

Ep. 77. He calls him, Chri#t the God our. Pra 
ſerver. 
s. Speaking of Chriſt : The Logos (Word) 
and Son of God, is ſent, &c.—— And concludes, Ti his 
ig ou God, chit 4/ the Chriſt. 5 

De Orat. Dom. Commending Peace and Condied, : 
he faith, A better Sacrifite to God is our Peace and Con- 
cord, and a People united concerning the Unity of the Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Gho#, i. e. in their Belief of the 
Unity, &c. The. Queſtion is, Whether this Unity 

= of the Father, & c. be meant of Mr. Whiſton's Unity 

= of Conſent, c. (which is all he can ſuppoſe in his 

be Trinity) or ſome other and higher Unity that we Tri- 
nitarians ſuppoſe there i 18 between the Three Perſons 
of the Deity ? 

De Bono Patientiz. Nor my Brethren, did Jeſus 
Christ our God und Lord, only teach this in Words, but 
fulfilled it in Deeds. Speaking of Obedience, 

wid. Citing thoſe Words, P/. 49. Our God ſhall 
come and ſhall not keep ſilence. He applies em to Chriſt, 
laying, This is our God. | 4 
Lib. 2. Cont, Judeos, cap. 6. He brings a great 
Number of Places of the Old and New Teſtament, I * 


to prove that Chriſt is God; and many of which run 
in 


ele an ak at ls © 
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hy 


Mr. Whiſton ſay ſo of Chriſt our Saviour? 


in ſuch a Style, as is applicable to none but the Great 
God. Sure hemeed not take all that pains to prove 


that Chriſt is, by his. Office, conſtituted 4 Kind. of q; 


and that he is God, only as Princes are Gods: 


Nay, 


it's plain, he neither does nor can mean it in that 


Cup. 10. He proves, That Chrift is Man and God (ex 
utroq; genere concretus) conſtituted. out of both; Kinds. 


(he means God and Man in One Perſon, not the God- 


head confounded with the Manhood; by way of proper 
Mixture, as Eutiches thought) that he might be the Me 
diator berwixt us and the Father: Here we ſee Cyprian 
thought he muſt be God by Nature, or (if I might ſo 
ſpeak) by Kind, that he might be Mediator, &c. ſo 
that, if the Father be truly God; he muſt. be ſo too: 


No matter whether St. Cyprian reaſon right or no, as to 


the Abſolute Neceſſity of this. I am ſure I reaſon 


right as to his Opinion in the Matter. Now, I think, 
tis clear, St. Cyprian” thought that Chriſt is very 


God 


r 


It may not be amiſs here to add Two or Three Te- 
ſtimonies of Peter Biſhop of Alexandria, the very 


Church out of which Arius came. He wrote a Book, 
7 Jeb, , of the Deity, out of which are cited ſome 


Paſſages by the Council of Epheſus. _ | 


Speaking of Chriſt becoming Man, he faith, 
Ov xd]:acigln Obi, He was not thereby bereft of his 
Divinii ). | kn 

Again: O % Sede AO, God the Word became. Fleſh 


1 iu the Womb of the Virgin. 


And that he did not underſtand the Logos (Word) 
of a made or appointed God, appears from a Citation we 
find out of him by Leontius, where he ſpeaking of 
Chriſt faith, Both are clearly demonſtrated, both that 
he was God by Nature, and that he was Man by Nature; 
and therefore, as truly God as he was Man. Wall 


/ 


There 
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1 - There remain yet Tos of the ml rs, who bved 
ſoms Linne before the Council of Nice, Arnobint Me 
Lali, both indeed very eloquent Men, and very 

t Writers; but who wrote only Apologies for 
the Chriſtians, or rather againſt the Heathen Gods 
and Worſhip. And therefore ſpend moſt of their 

pains upon Arguments, ad hominem, in retorting the 
Objettions of the Gentiles upon themſelves. Their 
Subjects did not lead em to any full Declaration of 
the DoErines of Cy And indeed we find 
by their Books, that th wn before they had read, 
and undertook to defer chr before "They: well 
knew what it was. 

Me are not therefore to expect much of the Subject 

* are upon from theſe Two, tho” otherwiſe very ex- 

cellent Men. And yet we find ſome Paſſages in them, 
that, I think, lainly ſhew they were not ignorant of 

the Orthodox rine of the Printy, at leaſt of che - 
true Divinity of our Bleſſed Saviour. 
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Indeed Arnibius. 8065 the Heathen objected to the 
Chriſtians that they worſhipped a crucified God, ſhews, 
that notwitkrftanding that, the Chriſtians had much 
more reaſon to call him God, than they had any of 
their Deities. And he uſes ſome ſuch Epre fe 
and Arguments, as, if he had gone no further, might 
ſeenr not altogether inconſiſtent with the Ariar 
Scheme. But I am pretty ſure, in ſome Places, he 
fays thoſe things of our Bleſſed Saviour, chat are 

utter ly inconſiſtent with it. 

Ed. Lugduni, 1651. p. 24. Cum vero Deus ſit re 
certa & ſme ullius rei dubitationis ambiguo, inficiaturos 
arbitramini nos eſſe, quam maxime illum a nobis coli ? 
But when he (i. e. Chrift) is certainly and without 
all Pofſibility of doubting, God, do you think we will 
deny, that he is worſhipped by us with che higheſt 
Worſhip:! oh 

He Fl. 


eee ca oatico 


ww. wa a 'S FF... a \8\ ed om," ey in 


1 ” . * *% * 
. . 
5 l 


—PT Bi 
He had {poke before of the Reaſons why, tho he 
had been but à Man, as the Gentiles objetted, yet 
he might with good reaſon, in a Senſe (which might 
have ſuited well enough with the Doctrine of the Ari. 


ant, and other Hereticks) be called God. But he 


here ſpeaks, ad rem, and as home as he could well ex- 


pres himſelf in any Words, That he is certainly, and 


without all peradventure, God. Aud certainly he 


muſt mean God in a proper Senſe, and one that is 
truly. and by Nature God ; for he had ſpoke before of 
his being only called Gd. C7 : 


And this farther appears from what he faich juſt 


G Deus ille fublimis fuit, & c. He was the High 


_ that the other Fathers do, concerning the Trinity; 


[ 


Tatkeniu, when he wrote, is acknowledged not 
to be well mftrufted in the Chriſtian Doctrine. And 


therefore St. Jerome commends him rather for the Ele- 


d þ Carey of bis Style, than for his Knowledge.in Religion « 
And he is counted by ſome rather a Scholaſtick, than 
an Eccleſiaſtick Writer. And indeed we find many 


odd things in his Works. But ſtill it may appear, 


that he was not wholly unacquainted with the true 
Doctrine of the Divinity of our Saviour. 


Lib. 4. cap. 29. Propoſing the Objection of the Chri- 
ſtians having Two Gods. He anſwers: 


When we ſpeak of God the Father, and God the Son, we 
do not ſpeak of em as different, nor do we ſeparate em 


from one another; for neither can the Father be with- 


out the Son, nor the Son be ſeparated from the Fa- 
ther. — There is One Mind, One Spirit, One Subſtance, 
to both : But the one as a flowing Fountain, the other as 4_ 
Stream running out of it: The one as the Sun, the other 


as 4 Ray, darted from the Sun; who, becauſe faithful and 
dear to his Great Father, is not ſeparated from him, as 


neither is the River from the Fountain, nor the Ray from 
| E505 * 


the Sun. NR „0 
HFlere Lactantius uſes much the ſame Similitudes, 


which 
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81 AxRxIANITSM not the 
which are not exact Repreſentations (and therefore 
are not, as by ſome they are, to be too ſtrictly cans, | 
vaſſed) but as faint Reſemblances of that which 
cannot be truly expreſſed, nor underſtood, | 

I have now done with the Antenicene Fathers; and, 
I think, I have proved they are not ſo much for the 
"Arian Scheme, as Mr. Whiſton would make us believe. 
I will not pretend to defend all the Fathers have ſaid 
of the Trinity. A fair and equitable Judge, will di- 
ſtinguiſi between the Doctrine they plainly aſſert, 
and, generally ſpeaking, they all agree in, and the 
Explications they give, and the Expreſſions they 
ſometimes uſe, which, perhaps, ſometimes may not 
be laid down with ſo much Caution as they ought to 
be. The ſhort Limits I intend to ſet to this Book, will 
not permit me to anſwer what Sandius, the anonymous 
Author of- the Jrenicum Irenicorum, and Mr. Whiſton 
have objected, as to the Judgment of theſe Arntenicene 
Fathers. And indeed it would not be of much uſe to 1 
the unlearned Engliſb Readers (for whom eſpecially I 
defign this Colle&tion ;) and the learned may conſult 
that excellent Writer Biſhop Bull, who has all along 
ſubjoyn'd to his Citations, an Anſwer to Sandius, the 
Jrenicum, Petavius, Huetins, and others. And, I 
think, Mr. Whiſton has not advanced much, but what 
they have ſaid before him. However, I hope, ſome 
one or other will be found (notwithſtanding it may be 
thought a long and tedious Work to meddle with ſo 
much impertinent Stuff) to trace his Steps, and fol- 
low him in his own tedious Way, and to diſprove his 
Poſitions (which is eaſy to do) out of his own Book. 
There is one invincible Prejudice againſt Mr. Whiſton's 
Scheme. That there is not one of the Antenicene Fa- 
thers (fo far as I can yet ſee) that ever have diſtin- 
guiſh'd of the Names, God, Logos, &c. or ſaid the 
Jeaſt Word to let us ſee they took em in any other 
than the proper and ordinary Senſe : Nor have they, 
in any one Place, given the leaſt Hint, that when 
they call the Lagos God, they mean only 4 00 by 
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his Book both before, and ſince it was printed, and 
whether it be want of Proof in him, or it be Preju- 
dice in me, but ſo it is; I cannot believe it older than 
that time he himſelf owns it firſt appear d, the Mid- 
dle of the Fourth Century: And I am ſtill very apt 


to think it was begotten, not long before it was 


brought forth. But to think that it ſhould be an apo- 
ſtolical Book, and an authentick Part of Scripture, is 
abſurd, and almoſt ridiculous. I cannot believe either 


that God would have cauſed a Book ſo written to be 


concealed from his Church; or that the Apoſtles, if 
they had (or Clemens by their Order) cauſed ſuch a 
Book to be made, would have made it a diſciplina 


Arcani, and left it only in the Keeping of the Biſhops. 


I cannot believe but it was much better for the Bi- 
ſhops and the Church too, it ſhould be publiſhed at 
firſt, when it was written: This would have ſhewn 


their Power, and better have taught the People the 


Obedience due to em. | 


BE Neither can [I believe it poſſible that ſuch an authen- 


tick Book ſhould be committed to the Biſhops of nine- 
teen apoſtolical Churches, and be kept ſecret by them 


and all their Succeffors for near four hundred Years: - 


So far that Mr. Whiſton cannot clearly prove it ſo much 
as mentioned before the Fourth Century, . 
Neither can I believe but it muſt have been men- 


tion'd and applied to either in the Controverſy be- 


tween the Greek and Latin Church about Eaſter, or in 
that about Re-baptization of Hereticks in the African 
Church: Both which are ſo plainly determin'd in the 
Conſtitutions, that that Author writes as plain and 
point blank on one ſide, as if = had been a Party Man 
is 2 | in 


4 


\ Office and Appointment, and not one that is really God. 
And ſure it is hard to think when they call Chriſt God, 
in ſo many hundred Places as they do, they ſhould ne- 
ver explain themſelves in the Arian Senſe. _ | 
I ſuppoſe Mr. Whifton will not take it well, I have 
not placed his Conſtitutions in the Front of the An- 
tenicene Fathers; but I cannot help that. I have read 
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84 AxIANISM not the 
in thoſe Diſputes; or if the Conſtitutions are ſa much 
_ Arian as Mr. Whifton thinks, ſure Euſebius, who was 
Biſhop of one of thoſe Apoſtolical Churches, and muft 
have this ſuppoſed Sacred Book in his keeping, needed | a 
not tc have been ſo wavering as he was at the Council | o 
of Nice, but might eaſily have determin'd himſelf on 
the Arian Side; and, by pleading this Sacred Book, 
have convinced or ſhamed the other Party. And as 


Euſebius muſt haye been a Fool, ſo thoſe many Biſhops 
of the Apoſtolical Churches, who likewiſe muſt have h; 


the fame Book in their keeping, muſt have been ſome= p. 
thing I will not name, who, when they knew they had h: 
a Sacred Book that determin'd this Controverſy againſt / 
them, durſt carry their Cauſe againſt it. = 

All that Mr. Whiſton can ſay in this Caſe muſt be, $ 9 
that the Book contained a diſciplina Arcayi, and they fi 


durſt not diſcover it. This is gratis dictum, without h 
one Word of Proof. But ſuppoſing it to be fo, ſure © 
they ſhould have directed their own Opinions in the 1 L 
Council according to it. I wonder what uſe the Book I ( 
was of, if it was to be no direction to them in Doctrine 75 
or Diſcipline; or indeed, what it would ſignify to 7 
5 them, or to the Church, if they might not tell the \ 
* World there was ſuch a Book, and that their Opinions 2 
= were grounded upon it. Now for all that Mr. VIE b 
9 has faid or can ſay againſt it, I cannot but think it b 
much more likely, not only from the foregoing Rea, a 
ſons, but from many Signatures that plainly appear in * 
the Book it ſelf, that it was made in the Fourth, than | 
in the Firſt Century. And that when Mr. Whiſton pre- n 
tends to prove it antient from the Agreement of an- p 
tient Authors with it, he has only argued juſt the 
wrong way, and has made it highly probable that thoſe * 
Places in the Conſtitutions were cited from thoſe Au- d 
thors, or refer to them, and that *tis only a Compila- | 
tion or a Compendium of ſuch Points of Doctrine, fi 
and ſuch Parts of the Diſcipline of the antient Church {i 
(with it may be ſome Additions of his own) as were 
approved by that Author. f 5 1 


But 
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| pretending to be more righteous 


—_— 


accuſed of Adultery before our Saviour, he faith, 


civil to Mr. Wh:ftor's Conſtitutions, as to allow them 


a Place among my Autenicene Fathers, and faithfully, 
at large, put down what I can find in them either for 


or againſt him or m. 

The Edition I make uſe of, is that of Paris, 1618. 
Lib. 2. cap. 24. pag. 850. Sealing to the Biſhop, 
he ſaith; But if he ſhall be 5 Mb 
him that repenteth, be will fon againſt the Lord his God, 

| than he, and not receiums 
him whom he hath receiued through Chriſt ;, for whom he 


ſent bis Sen, as Man, to Men; for whom he was pleaſed 
he ſhould be born of a Woman, who was the Maler both 


of Man und Woman; for whoſe ſake he ſpared him not 


from the Croſs, aud Death, and Burial, but tred 


him to ſuffer, who was by Nature impaſſible, I Til ode 


amaln, him who was his beloved Son, who was God the 


+ Logos (Word) Oe Aſo, him that was the Angel 


(Meſſenger) of his Great Counſel, that he might deliver 


from Death them that were ſubject to Death: Him they 


rovoke, who do not receive them that repent. 


I inſiſt not. here on Chriſt's being ſaid to be the Ma. 


| ter of Man and Woman, becauſe the Arians pretend to 


believe him a Creator, and yet will not allow him to 
be very God: Tho? if Creation of a World, be not 


a peculiar Work of the true God, I know not 
What 1s. g | 


He is here ſaid to be 74 edge enabis, which can- 
not agree to the Arian d., whom they own to be 
paſſible, and to have actually ſuffer d in our Saviour. 


He here calls him 4 0% A ſor, with the Article, bx 
which, Ibelieve, he means very God, tho? Mr. Whiſtor 0 


does not. 


And & & weydans Brains aſter, which does not here 
fignify one that is an Angel by Nature, but the Meſ- 


ſenger of his Great Counſel. _ | | 
And a little after, ſpeaking of the Woman that was 


The 
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But to wave the Argument at preſent, 1 ſhall be ſa 


unmerciful as not to receive 


* 


868 ARTANTS M vot the 


The Lord, (i. e. Chriſt) who knows the Heart (5 5 nag- - 
Nuaſiasus deo, inquiring of her whether the Elders had 7 
. 
I know Mr. Whiſton will ſay, Chriſt knew the Heart, 1 

i. e. by Revelation, when and as far as he had occaſion ( 
for it. But, I think, xagvſo5n; intimates ſomething 1 
more, and is here laid down as a Property belonging ; 
to our Saviour; and if this be an Attribute peculiar F c 
to God, it muſt proye him very Gd. . 
And a little after: This, our Saviour ! our King! e 
and our God! O Biſbops, ye ought to have as your Mark, c 
i. e. your Pattern, and to be Followers of him, &e. t. 
Sure if this Author had meant him God, in Mr. Whz- te 
ſtons Senſe, he needed not have added (and our God;) b 
for every Body knows that Chriſt, as he is our Saviour, 0 
our King, is our God too in Mr. Whiſtor's Senſe.— A 
Our God; this looks too big for a God by Office, Let v 
Mr. V, tell us where any of his Gods by Office are b 
in Scripture, or Fathers, called our God (one Exam- Is 
ple if he can) as Chriſt is in hundreds of Places in P 
the Fathers.  ” | | | tl 


Lab. 2. cap. 55. God (ſaith he) being a merciful Go | of 
(5 Gets, Osòs wr id,) called every Generation to Re- | 
entance, by righteous Men and Prophets: Before the Flood C: 
by Abel, Seth, Enoch, Noah; After the Flood, by Lot, 
* Melchiſedech, Job; The Iſraelites, by Moſes, Joſhua, 
Caleb, Phineas; Thoſe after the Law given, by Angels 
end Prophets. The ſume he called by his own becoming 
Alan, being born of a Virgin; thoſe a little before his ho- 
aily Appearance, by his Forerunner John. The ſame he 
called by himſelf, even after his being born, ſaying, Re- 
gent, &c. Thoſe after his Paſſion, by us the Twelve, 
and the choſen Veſſel Paul, who having the Honour to 
be Witneſſes of his coming, with James, the Seventy, and to 
the Seven Deacons, we heard from the Mouth of our Lord 71 
Jeſus Chriſt; and knowing it exactly, we tell you what is 7 
that good, and acceptable, and perfect thing, by Jeſus tic 
made known to us, that none might periſh, but that all | 
Men, with one Conſent, believing on him, might live for 


ever, ſending up Joint Praiſes to him. All 


U 


UN this i is certain meant of God the Son, who 3 2 
called 1 in the n ords, 0 Oeds, Oeds ov. Abus, God * 


the God of Alercy. And after, the ſame God of Mercy, 


is ſaid to call Men, by his own becoming Man, and 


preaching to the World: And, in the End of the 
Chapter, thoſe that.believe on him, are ſaid, in that 
Eternal Life they have by him, to live for ever, ſend- 
54 8 joint Prefer to him, 1. e. to the ſame God of Mer- 
at became Man for their ſakes. | 
he Opinion of the Arians is, that the Log os ſhall 


| ior up the Kingdom to God the Father, 21 then 


certainly it will not be the Buſineſs of thoſe that live 
that happy Life Eternal, to offer up their joint Praiſes 
to the Logos, but to God. We think the Kingdom to 
be deliver'd up is the Mediatorial Kingdom o Chriſt, 
of which there will be no uſe when the End of it is 
accompliſtd : And conſe uently the Praiſes of Hea- 
ven will not then be offer'd up to Chriſt as Mediator, 


8 to Chriſt, as God, with God the Father. But it 


plainly the O Opinion of this Author, that Eternal 
Praiſes ſhall be offer'd up to Chriſt, the God of e Mercy, 
that became Man; and ſo he muſt think, that God 


of «Mercy, that became Man, is very God. 


Lib. 3. cap. 7. Speaking of the poor Widow that 
caſt in Two Mites into the Treaſury, he ſaith, Bur 
Chriſt that knows the Hearts, our Lord and Maſter, te 
he ſaw her, &Cc. Xewg'ss 0 xard\ioſvwcns. 

Lib. 3. cap. 17. The Father is God over all, Chriſt is 
the only begatten God, povoſzviis Orb, the beloved Son, Fe 
Lord of Glory, and the Holy Ghoſt, is the Paraclet ſent 
by Chriſt, &c. 

Lib. 3. cap. 19. Chriſt Ls, 0 bei. F T ert 7 FP Fs 
the Lord of Heaven and Earth. 

Lib. 5. cap. 12. Among other Days he recommends 
to Chriſtians, Ibæ the Day of the Epiphany ſhould he bad 


in very great Honour, rab drdÞefi u A Undias Geb 


TwG- gap, in which he made Fo 2 the ee, 
tion of i his proper 2 
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the Chriſt of God, begotten of himſelf before all Ages, 
the only begotten Son, God the Logos (Word) whom 
through their unbelief they did not know, either by his 
mighty Works, or by thoſe Propheſies that were written 
of him; for that he was to be born of a Virgin, they 
might read Iſa. 7. Behold a Virgin ſhall be with Child, and 
hall bring forth a Son, and they ſhall call his Name Im- 
manuel. And, Iſaiah 9. anto us a Child is born, unto 
s a Son is given, whoſe Government ſhall be upon his 
Shoulder, and his Name ſhall be called the Angel (Meſ- 
ſenger) of the Great Counſel, the Wonderful Counſellor, | 
the Mighty God, one that bath all Power and Authority, 
e Sucias ij) the Prince of Peace, the Father of the World 
to come, I H- ce 5 — 
I confeſs the Arians believe Chriſt to be God, i. e. 4 th 
God by Office and Appointment of God, as any Angel or 3 
Man may be, that hath any Power or Authority com- | »s; 
mitted to him by God. They believe Chrift to be M 
begotten of God before all Ages, i.e. made or created | fic 


by 


— 
Gs. 


38 Arnraniemwrte ³³ 
We I cannot 1 57 that, ine fo oy = tran= || 
1 flated, and not is Divinity.) think, 
w — Words plainly git this Author thought Chriſt 
4 to be truly God, and not only God, by Office and Ap- 
i pointment. 3 {i if | 
2» Lib. 1. in the Preface. Aud be pleaſing in all things | 
We — to it, our God, Lene 76 Sas auh; for if any one fei. 
"ot low after Iniquity, and do things contrary to the Will of 13 
"in | God, he ſhall be efteemed by God as a diſobedient Heathen. q 
{ph Here our Saviour is.three times in the ſame Sentence 
4h called God; which one would think ſhould bein a1 
NM proper Senſe. For we never find any God by Office, } 
. that is commonly, and upon all occaſions, called . 
5 God, as our Saviour is by the Amenicene Fathers. 2 
2 And Irenews ſomewhere obſerves (and it is very true) 1 
* that the Name of God is never given to any in a me- ( 
. taphorical Senſe, but that it is plain at firſt ſight that 4 
be it is ſo uſed. | ig 7 
q Tib. 5. cap. 14. Speaking of the Fews, he ſaith, Ie 
5 That when they ſaw Jeſus, they did not believe him to be t 
; 
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. ys tie before Tis Worlds cab them 


bs Hm! 

| creating a. and, heporting are the. ſame:thing; and before 

i, 1 4s 5 8 
e the 7% begotten” Son, i. e. 


ſt before the World. They believe 
one . 
ate ly eee by" God” the Father, without ,any In- 


ftrument: Witereas God made all other things by 
tlie Logos, a cftated Being, and 


appointed a * 
And 15 know they will wreſt all theſe Expreſſions 
to the foregoing Senſe. I call it wreſting, becauſe 
E think it a great Force put upon the Expreſſions | 
themſelves. But there is no help for it, ſo — Whi- 
fon and his Friends will have it. 

However; I cannot but think this Author meant 
all theſe in an Orthodox Senſe, when he cites the 
7th and oth of 7/aiah, to prove his Opinion; where 
(as we ſee before) there are ſuch Epithets and 
Attributes given to Chriſt, as cannot poſſibly agree 


to any Creature, or any one that is God, only by 


Office and, As ointment. Here we may oblerre w 
things. | 
Firſt, That this Author 18 writing to convince 
the 'Fews.. There was no need to convince them 
that the Meſſigh was to be a God by Appointment, 
Therefore it is probable he meant the ferenz 


Expreſſions in a proper Senſe. 


Secondly, There is hardly one of the e F: a- 
thers, but have cited theſe very Places of Iſaiab, to 

rove the real and proper Divinity of Chriſt. And 
if this Author do not take them in that Senſe, 
methinks he ſhould explain himſelf, either here or 
ſomewhere in his Book, in what Senſe he takes the 
Word God, Logos, only begotten Son, and the like; 
which I cannot find he has done. 

Lib. 6. cap. 6. Among other Hereticks, he reckons 


the Ebionites, ot aon T Oes ab tA2v bg 1) ZN * 


de dur ade Y ovprrnoting Joohg Y Macies a- 257 


ras, who thought the Son of God to be on 62 
Man, and allow'd him no 9 Generation 


from 7. eph and — Pull 


IJ 


Ca 


8 


| 96 1 erde 
| Does any one think che Ebiowires O fooliſh as to 
deny 6ur Saviour a Metaphorical Divinity, when 
they own'd him to be * Chriſt? Therefore this 
Author muſt count them Hereticks for deny ing the 
real Divinity of Chriſt our Saviour. ITT J this 
Author muſt think Chriſt to be really God. Tx 
true, the Ebionites did not think him created before 
the World, nor to have any Being before his In- 
carnation: But that is nothing to the Matter. For 
the created Logos of Mr. V. is no more ve 3 
than if he had no. Exiſtence at all before his In. 
carnation. - He might indeed be a more excellent 
Man (if he could, upon his ee be Man at 
all) as having a more excellent Soul. 

Lib. G. cap. 26. He faith, of having the Holy | 
Spirit, 2d Tre0pue x eis nails dxocira dre Hl ë Tomw, on, 
Thou haſt the Holy Ghoſt altogether inſeparable, as being 
not in any Place, 1. e. not confin'd to an e > th 

Here is a plain Aſſertion of the „and 
— 22 » of the true D of e Holy 
= oft. 
Lib. z. cap. 17. The Ps ne is god e over all, Chrift 
3s, poyoſerns Oxds, the only begotten God, the beloved 
Son, the Lord of Glory, the Holy Ghoſt 16 4 Para- 
tlet, &c. 

Methinks, if this Author had not FO: It. Chriſt 
really God, he might as well here, and in many 
other places, have called him the only begotten 
Son, as the only begotten God. But one would 

jeſs he — that to call him the Son of God, 
in a proper Senſe, and to call him God, is one 
and the ſame thing. | 

Lib. 6. cap. 11. But we, * preach the true Do- 
Arine of Religion, profeſs only One God, the Lord of 
"the Law and Prophets, the « Maker of all Things, the 
Foley of Chriſt, &c.— The God and Father of the 
only begotten Son, the Firſt Born of the whole Creation, 


One God, the Father F one W not e and of ont 
; | Paras 


av 
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-this Author if bs Arian, tis; A "a to me 


Wb Chrilieniy. I 57 | 


Fler; by 0 "rho Maker 7 * her, Orders. ＋ 


| ry IA = The: x... 3 5 


is mould not here, or ſomè where, tell us; but 


Kin ſo nicely" diſtinguiſh between the Origin.) 

Chriſt, and the Holy. Ghoſt, and the reſt of the 
World: Call God the Maker of all Beings; but 
the Father of Chriſt; when; by the: Arias Scheme, 
ste was no” difference; but chat God made the 


Tes firſt and alone, but other things by the Aſſi 
Ate of that bobs Creature. He tells us he is 


the Father of one Fon, not many, I if it were 1 
Poſſible there ſhould be an wi more ſuch Sons : Where- 


as (If the Arians be right God map Create. a8 many 
ſucn Sons as he plenſes.. „ 
And, in the End of this Chapter We confals 


Chriſt. to be not" meer Man (d Hdd aubgcor) - bug 
God the Mord, nid an the len, berween Wa 
and Men. Wy 
Here God. is Res to Ma ; and if this Au- 
thor thought Chrift very Man, he: muſt ſure think 
Him v very God: He is God and Man, and there- 
FR muſt have' a human Soul, beſides his Divie 
n t ee 2 
ub. 6. cap. 25. He peaks 9 the Heretieke 
Some denied him (Chriſt) to be properly the Son of 
God, and his Generation, ae F aver, before all Ages, 
leaſt they ſhould own him to be God: Others thought 
him 10 * than Nan, becauſe they could not think 


How he, that ap ared every way as. Man, ſhould 
be God. Others thought he muſt be God, and there- 


fore was only in appearance a Man: Others, that 
he was the One God, only under the different Pe- 


nomination. of the Bree, All theſe Hereticks 

certainly meant by God, a God by Nature. God by. 

Office and Apporntment, never came into queſtion, 

. was never denied by any of thoſe that denied 

Chri iſt to be God. And * this Author, ä 
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aj where this Word, #36, created, is applied 
vo our Saviour. Mr. W. makes a great Noiſe with 
it in his Book, and with the Fathers, who cited 
that Place, Prov. 8. Tho? the Fathers, many of them 
that cited it, underſtood not the Hebrew Language, 
JE. Mr. . I doubt not does. And if they did not 
e might underſtand that the Hebrew Word, Prov. 8 
does not ſignify to make or create, but to acquire, 
Gave a right to, or poſſeſs. And therefore we tran- 
Nate it, The Lord paſſefſed me in the Beginning of his 
Ways, before his' Works. of old. But, I ſuppoſe, rather 
than loſe ſuch an Argument to make a Noiſe with 
to no purpoſe, he will ſhortly aſſert the Septua- 
Zint Tranflation is as much better than the He- 
brew Text, as his Conſtitutions are, in * 2 Opinion, 
| better chan the Neu Teſtament, 5 


104 "An 'T ft NsM r ale 

434 be Whites theſe-Hereticks. for denying chr to be 

4 God, muſt mean, by the Word G od, him that i is de 

oy God"; S and one would think could not bean Arian. 

A 15 7. cap. 2 bo haſt ſent en Earth Teſws thh | 
1 rr that, "as Man, he migli converſe with Mm 

=. Bel Gd, the 14805 0 Word) and Aan, es ws * | 
WW US Som. 1 20 1946 7 "2713 PEE | 

A "Here God, - the! Wbrd, is contradiftinguid fig 8 | 
= Nia; and therefore; in reaſon, Chriſt muſt. be v 
= God, as well as very Man. God, the Word, a 3 
mn not: as the Arium ſuppoſe, - make up a part of his = - 
„ Manhood, by 81 ale Soul of Ee Man.” Chriſt ; 
6 by And to the go Purpoſe, Tb. 7. cap 27. The we | 
. may come to the remembrance (be put in mind of) 
A that Wiſdom wich was: creat ed. by thee, 7 "aw os : 
i HS#oh;* roptas, Wow for: our ſakes he. ſubmitted fe be 4 
by born "of 4 Virgin, appear d in this Liſe, ſhewing 4 
ih him, elf, at his Baptiſm, that he was both God and 4 4 
5 Man. US” > MRI g . 1 
1 I think this: is the anly 9 5 in theſe Ca. a 
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Lib. . cap. 42. He recites the ES a: 
184 believe, in the only unbegotten true God Alm „ 
the Father of Chriſt, the. Creator and "Maker 0 

things, from are all things, and in, ou Ford 


Jeſus Chriſt His only begotten We” the © Fe Born of 


every Creature. ( of. the whole Creation »& who was before 
Al Ages, by the ood Wd. of the Father; begotten, not 
b '* LM Tf Mig hs 'by whom were made a 


things,” both things in Heaven, and things 1 Earth, 


both viſible and inuiſible. 

Tho? Mr. Whiſton will not allow. theſe Words 
(i AMigliſa, not made or created) a place in his Text, 
he cannot deny that they are in many Copies, and 
that they haye been printed in the Text in ſeveral 
Editions. If he had been never fo ſure then of 
their being interpolated, he might have put em 
within his Brakets, that he keeps for Interpolations. 
But it muſt not be known forſooth that they were 
ever printed in the Text, but are only a various 


reading, and convenient to be kept from the Eng- 


;ſh- Reader; for if they be genuine, they cut the 
Throat of Mr. Mhiſton s Cauſe. And truly, I do 
not ſee. hy they may not be ſo, when this Au- 
thor always diſtinguiſhes between the Generation 


of Chriſt, and the Creation of other things, by 


ſing different Words, and never once. uſes the 
Wen 4: gas; as to the Creatures, nor the Word 
&liops 
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Fer "we" cannot but Hr * very 
ere __— not lo ng Þ efore 18 
out; I cannot ſee this Author ſo muc 
Fi, hene might p put into lire pretended Confti- 
5 Mk A | By the . very Words of that 


Ori 4 
rike; & 980 Sede of Une Cop ples, as 
> os - Orthodox. thoyls, put. it into i 
d. 44. In the a of the PET 
eration. of Sha "I 
V Vötds: n 


Fr 


onfhins . ke 
Wa ter, | there | are theſe” 


1 


. Lord "God 1 - 2 Eber 12 . 2 


Ging him thinks that he 
ath ſent A Son to be 2 5 Man he F.US, " that he might 
ſave 1; that he permitted that. eing made Man, be 


ſhould be obedient in all things, that he _ſhauld: preach 


the Kingdom, of. Heaven, the. Remiſſio on of Sim, and the 


Refurrettion from the Dead. 


After that he worſhips the only FYRO, God himſelf. 
wes and by Jos giving thanks to him, that 


en him 4 
5 took apon him to die for All Men upon the Croſs, as 
4 Tpe of which he pointed the Ae of N 


ration 75 7 my 
Lab. 8. In the © prayer for the Energumeni, 


mae N Are poſleſſed, Chriſt is directly and pri- 


marily pray d to. 


O thou only begotten Gull thou Son of the Great Far. 


ther, rebuke theſe wicked Spirits, and deliver the Works 
of thy Hands, from the Power (Energy) of the adverſe 
(frog Spirit. Nom to thee be Glory, Honour, and 
orſbip, and by thee to thy Father, in the Holy Ghef 

for ever and ever, Amen. 
Here we ſee plainly that Solemn and Religious 
Wor ſhip, 1 is, and may be given directly, and parti- 
cCularly, 


e "ag file that. the, DA 
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1 Starts, pt cee e216 t the on! y be 


5 exclude the Father; 'fo neither, when we apply 
our Wo rlhip immediately to the Father, do We EX 
clude the 
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! ie, the, . BE 


Nies eee 


broke eſus; and that by timer 10 2 menti- | 
oning Go od ths F Father. A Ang, the Poxology here x 
ed Ae stel to God tlie Son. And as. Hans 

can think when we thus due Vert the Son we 


There being certainly ſoms ſuch 
Soak incompr ehenſible and ineffahle) Vnion between 

e Three Perſons in the Bleſſed Trinity „ as makes 
them the one and only Objet of Ke Webs Wor⸗ 


iP. 
TNor does the Author, or Cas far 251 can find 5; any 


5 of the Antenicene Fathers, make any Diſtinction of an 


inferiour Sort of Worſhip due to the Son, and dit- 
ferent from that due to the Father. But, in many 
Places, the Fathers argue from Divine Worthip 1215 
o be given to the Son, that he muſt needs be 
God. They lay it down as 2 Rule, a Kind of Prin- 
ciple and Poſtulatum in Divinity, that none is to be 
worſhipped but he that is truly God. And indeed, 
with very good reaſon, for Sole hn Religious Wor- 


2 ſhip, is 5 but the Solemn Acknowledgments 


we pay to God, by Praiſing of him, and Pray ing, and 
giving Thanks to him. The Patrons therefore, and 


Defenders of the Worſhip of Angels, and canonized 


Saints, are mightily beholding to the Ariam, who, 
by introducing the Diſtinction of an inferiour Sort of 
Worſhip due to the Son, and a yet lower Degree 
to the Holy Ghoſt ( Heng like the Latria, Hy- 
erdulia =P Dulia of the Papiſts) firſt opened a. "wide 
oor to that groſs Idolatry that. once almoſt oyer- 


: ſpread the Church of Chriſt. 


Nor ſhould the directing our Solemn, Religious 
Worſhip (as we generally do) immediately to God 
the 7 198 be uſed as an Argument, to prove that 
we are not to worſhip the Son at all, or are to do 
it with an inferiour Kind of Workhip. 1 

When 
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eickbil "conſidering * the Diſtinction of Perſons. I ' 4 
the Godhead, we mean 1 55 Son, and Holy Gboſt, 


wes! WY a wot" SY 


f 


the One God of the Chriſtians ; and we pray. to be 
accepted through Jeſus Chriſt, who tho he be as 


God, the Second Perſon in the Trinity, yet is then 


conſi der as God 1 che Mediator wen God 


and _ 
When we direct our Prayers, Praile and Thanlkf⸗ 


givings, to God the Father, it is no Derogation from 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt; and being he is the firſt 


Perſon in the Trinity, it ſeems moſt fit that he ſhould 
repteſent the whole Trinity, eſpecially when the 
Son and Holy Ghoſt have their peculiar and diſtinct 
Offices; the one as Mediator between God and Man, 
the other as the Sanctifier of Believers, ., _ 

If any one ſhall fay, the Father is the firſt Perſon 
in the Trinity, and therefore is to be worſhipped 
with the chief Worſhip ? I Anſver, If they mean by 
Worſhip the Acknowledgments that are due to God, 
as God ; if the Son and Holy Ghoſt are truly God, as 


we believe they are, the ſame Acknow edgments 


are due to them: And therefore they are to be 
worſhipped with the ſame Kind of Worſhip. If 
they mean by Worſhip the Solemn Acknowledg- 
ment of ſome Kind of Superiority in the Father, 
as the Son is from him, and will call this an higher 


Kind of Worſhip, and that be all they mean, and 
being 


do not mean the Son to be excluded from 

worſhipped as truly God, I ſee no harm in grant- 
Ing it. The Fathers generally, both before and 
after the Council of Nice, acknowledged ſome Kind 
of Superiority of the Father above the Son, as he 
was the firſt Perſon in the Trinity, and fo 'of the 
Son with reſpect to the Holy Ghoſt. And what 


we may believe of the Order, or (as the Fathers 


call 1t) the Oeconomy of the Bleſſed Trinity, we 
x ſolemnly acknowledge 1 in our Worſhip : But I 


K Ants. Ge Worſhip to God cha 


do 
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W do not think 
Tib. 8. cap. 12. In the Prayer for the Penitenty - 
| 3 He hath theſe Words: Reſtore them to thy Holy 2 

church with their former Dignity and Honour, through 
© Chriſt our God and Saviour, dud Xexs'F Oc 2þ gag. 


4 


A very wiſe Saying 


fach 4 Nature that it is impoſſible he ſhould die; a 


22 


LTi.wb. 8. cp. 11. In the Prayer for the Faithful: 


Vouchſafe to give them that Eternal Life, which is in 


Cpᷓriſt, thy only begotten Son, our God and Saviour. 


Lib. 8. cap. 12. And Holy is thy only begotten Son 
our Lord and God Feſiu Chriſt. ! 
And a little after, ſpeaking of our Saviour, à AN 


vaunbels e ehe 1, He that was begotten before 
all time, was alſo begotten in time. Ee 


Theſe Words, if they fignify any thing, muſt des 


note the Eternity of the Son of God, to be begot- 


ten without time, muſt ſignify to be begotten be- 
fore time, i. e. from Eternity; or elſe the Anti- 
theſis, between the two Parts of the Sentence, would 
be nothing. And if he meant that the Lagos was 
begotten only a little before the Creation, he might 


as well have ſaid, 5 & xevo yerratets oy ES yeyin Js 


„ in time; was begotten in time. 
| And yet fo it muſt be; for 
if the Divine Nature of Chriſt the Logos was be- 
gotten only a little before the World, it was as 
certainly begotten in time (tho? a great while before), 
as his Human Nature was in the Womb of the 
Ibid. Sevew ae3cnnuly 5 d Habs, x) G © TH ourd 
gv] G., He who is impaſſible was nailed to a Croſs, 
and he died who is by Nature Immortal. ts 

This is plainly againſt the A4rians, who believed 
the Divine Nature of Chriſt to be paſlible, and 
actually to have ſuffered in our Saviour. By theſe 
Words, .by Nature Immortal, I ſuppoſe, he means of 


He that was begotte 


O if 


— 5 
124 


* 


* 
— 


os ARIANISM mot the 


If ſo, it is directly againſt the Ari ans, who did not ; 


believe their Logos Immutable and Immortal by an 
abſolute Neceſſity of Nature, but only, Immortal by 
the Will. of God, as we believe the Souls of Men 
are; which, tho? it is not abſolutely impoſſible but 
they might die, or ceaſe to be, Me it is the Will 
of God, their Creator, that they ſhall live for 
ever. | f 


In the End of this Chapter the Doxology is re- 
markable. 


9071 col rd S, c C= 9 UN C15 ier, 7 X, DEITKY> 


vnc is, Ta mdlel, x, TO yo 4 TO dyiw vu ht Y voy 


dei &c. 


To thee, the Father, be all Glory, Worſhip and Thankſ- ; 


giving; Honour and Adoration, and to the Son, and to 
the Holy Ghoft. NS | 
And, cap. 16. with whom (that is Chriſt) to thee 
be Glory, Honour and Worſhip, and to the Holy Ghoſt 
for ever, Amen. 1 5 5 
And this laſt Form of Doxology we find in Chap- 


ter 18, 20, 21, 22, 37, 38, 39: So that our very 


Form of Doxology, or what is equivalent, is no 
Jeſs than nine times, I might ſay ten; for there is the 
fame Form once before in theſe very Conſtitutions, 

It is well if Mr. Whiſton can give a good Ac-, 
count why, in his Edition of theſe Conſtitutions, 
he alters this Form ſo often repeated, and puts 


(Jud by, and & in) into the Text, and thruſts 


Cour with, and Y and) into the Margin. But the 
Conſtitutions are his own, he may do what he will 
with them. Nor ought any one to wonder at it, 
when he has formerly made as bold with the Neu 
Teſtament it ſelf: Only this Interpolation (for *tis 


no better) is made meerly of his own hot Head, 
without the Authority of any Manuſcript or Printed 


Copy; becauſe, forſooth, there are ſome Doxologies 

in theſe Conſtitutions that run in another Form, 

and he has taken up a groundleſs Fancy (or pre” 
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tends ſo at leaſt) that all the antient Doxologies 


ran otherwiſe. In which he is much miſtaken ; for 


there are certainly Inſtances of Doxologies, in the 


fame Form with ours, long before the Council of 


Nice. Not to inſiſt upon the later Liturgies, par- 


ticularly E ro gives Glory to God, by Chrift, 


and with Chriſt, which ſhews the Two Forms of 


Doxology, are not inconſiſtent with one another. 
And it is not improbable the A4rians firſt ſcrupled 


and altered the other Form, to that which Mr. Whi- 
ſton likes ſo well. However, I do not ſee how 
Mr. Whiſton will make any great Earnings of it; 


for our giving Glory to God, the Father, by the 
Son, may as well conſiſt with our aſſerting the Di- 
vinity of our Saviour, as the ſaying through Feſus 


Chriſt our Lord, at the End of our Prayers. 
And now, upon the whole, I cannot ſee that 


theſe Conſtitutions are ſo much for Mr. W. as he 


and others ſuppoſe em to be. I think I have cited 


a great many Paſſages that. are direct and full 


againſt the Arian Opinions. And for thoſe Expreſ- 
ſions, that are common to the Orthodox, and the 
Arians, only in a different Senſe, ſuch as God, the 
Logos (Word) the only begotten Son, &c. I can 
ſee nothing in theſe whole Conſtitutions that makes 
it plain the Author underſtood 'em in an Arian 
Senſe. And I find a great many Paſſages, that do 
abſolutely require, if the Author will be. conſiſtent 
with himſelf, that he ſhould mean 'em in the Senſe 
of the Orthodox ; and, if he do not, he certainly 
contradifts himſelf, If a Man can be thought, when 
he calls Chriſt God an hundred times, to mean only 
a God by Appointment, a Creature, and not one 
that hath any thing of the Nature of God, when 
he, in one Place or other, aſcribes to him almoſt 
all the eſſential Attributes of God? If a Man 
muſt be ſuppoſed (when he makes the niceſt 
Piſtinction between begetting and creating, Lapphens 
R FO. " "4 
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. the one to Chrift, the other to other things, with: b 
_ out ever varying) to think begetting and creating the 
fame Thing (I might give more Inſtances) I fay if 
this be fo, tis to no Purpoſe to uſe any Words to ex- 
preſs our Sentiments. 5 

J have look d over theſe Conſtitutions with the 
beſt Care I can, and I own I find little or nothing, 
but what is very capable of an Orthodox Senſe, 

The moſt ſuſpicious Paſſages I can find are Two 
to the ſame Purpoſe, and I will here lay 'em before 
the Reader; they are both much the ſame. 

The one is in the Baptiſmal Creed, Lib. 7. Cap. 

42. where ſpeaking ſome things we believe of our Sa- 
yiour ; he hath theſe Words, J Te diva, cd, Tf 
TeTes Yu,’ xiovwre, he that was before the Ages 


(the World ) by the good Will (good Pleaſure ) of the 
Father, begotten not created. . 1p | 
4 Ihe other Paſſage to the ſame Purpoſe, 5, Lib. 8, 
5 Cup. 12. Aurel, d T& Tavro daiorav Nervig, Brice N 4 
: Suvdues Y &yaboryri dpearreurTas, viy Woreyn, KM. Ha- 
wing begotten him the only begotten Son, before all Ages | ® 
by his Will, and Power, and Goodneſs, without the Me- 
diation of any Inftrument. The Arians contend that 
the Generation of the Son was a meer voluntary ack 
in God, that it depended intirely upon his Pleaſure, 
whether the Son ſhould be or not: | | 
And I will not deny, but theſe Paſſages may ſeem 
to look toward that Opinion. But, | 
This Author here plainly diſtmguiſhes between Ge- 
= neration and Creation. Having ſaid juſt before, Thou 
| who broughteſt all Things out, of nothing, into Being, by 


auld. | 
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N 
N thine ouly begotten Son, having begotten him before all A- 
1 ges by thy Will, &c. Now what Reaſon can be given, 


| why this Author ſhould make ſuch a Diſtinction in 
| Words, when there is no difference in the Thing, and 
| yet this is conſtantly obſerved by him, and by all the 
Fathers, Could he not as well have ſaid, Thou that 

broughteſt all Things into Being out of nothing, by thy only 

| en gs MH TT Be begot⸗ | 
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A 
1 
5 begotten Son, having before all Ages brought him out of 1 
| nothing into Being, by thy Will, and Power, and Good= i | 
: neſs, immediately without any Inſtrument. I 
2. If this Generation pf the Son intirely/depend on 1 
the meer Will of God, how many ſuch Sons will the 1 
Arians ſay, God may beget if he pleaſe. The Logos = 
| N is every where ſtiled the only begotten Son, both in | 
| Scripture and the Fathers. Which I am apt to 1 
think not only fignifies, that he is the only Son that he = 
has begotten, but that he can beget by ſuch a Genera- 1 | 
tion. But there is no need of this Anſwer. | 
. 23. I fay, we muſt diſtinguiſh of Things that may q 
; be done, ſome are of ſuch a Nature that God may ; 
; will, or not will 'em as he pleaſes. Some ſuch as | 
5 he cannot will them at all. And ſome . ſuch as he 
; cannot but will them. He cannot but will all his 


Eſſential and Divine Perfections. Whatever neceſſa- 
1 rily follows from the Eſſential Properties of his Na- 
Jure, muſt be the Object of his Will. Tho' we 
YT. ſhould ſuppoſe this Generation of the Son of God to 
be Eternal, I ſee no reaſon, why we may not fay as 
5 this Author does in one Place, that it is Tn ewſoxie 
r by his good Pleaſure, and in the other 20 g,) by 
his Will, as well as we may fay that he is, by his 
Will, Holy, ſult, and Good. Or that he does ſome 
Things, which are ſo abſolutely Good and the beſt, 
| ſo agreeable to his Nature that he cannot but do 
em, and yet does em by his Will, and Power, and 
. Goodneſs. Neither does the Expreſſion imply, that 
; God might will otherwiſe. If a Trinity, be eſſen- 
tial to the Deity, it is no leſs effential to his Na- 
ture to will the Generation of his Son. PD 
I know Mr. V. will not allow this reaſoning, and 
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he will call it Metaphyſical, for that's a great Word q 
with him, when he has a mind to hide himſelf, that | 
no Body may know where he is, or what he means. 4 
. Metaphyſical Eternity, Metaphyſical Eſſence, &c. which i 
i © nes but en Bede; or en Neue i 
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I fay, if he be reſolved this Author ſhall be Arian, on 


account of theſe Two. Expreflions, let him make his 
beſt of em. I profeſs theſe are all I can find, that 


bring him under any Suſpicion. He never explaing 
the Words, ©: 5% , woroyeric, in an Arian Senſe ; 
he never ſays, that Generation and Creation are the 
Ame; he never ſays there was a Time when the 


Father was without his Son, and the Son was not. 


He never ſays the Son is a Creature, but as con- 
ftantly diſtinguiſhes the Generation of the Son, from 
the eden of other Things, by keeping cloſe to 
his Terms, even when he has Occaſion to mention 
both together, and ſet 'em in direct Oppoſition, as 
any Trinitarian can do. And he fays, in Twenty 
Places things utterly inconſiſtent with the Arian 
Scheme. 

But hold (will Mr. Whiſton ſay ) not too faſt. 
Do not the Conſtitutions cite Prov. 8. and apply it 
to the Son of God, where it is be lie, he made 


or created me, Yes. But does he inſiſt upon that 


Place, to prove the Son properly ſpeaking a Crea- 
ture 75 No by no means. Nor the Antenicene Fathers 
neither. Tho? they often mention it, yet they as 
conſtantly keep to the Terms of Generation for the 


Son, and Creation for other Things, and as much di- 


ſtinguiſh the one from the other, as if there had 


been no ſuch Place in the Bible. And if they had 
underſtood the Hebrem Language, as well as they 


did the Greek, they and this Author too, would na 


doubt have ſeen how little reaſon there was to in- 
Tiſt upon it. No 'twas the Arians afterwards (as Mr, 
Whiſton does now) that made a great Noiſe with 


it, becauſe they were at great want of Arguments 
to ſupport their Novel Doctrine. And ſarry oneg 
were better than none at all. 

Tis no great wonder the Fathers (when they 
have no occaſion for Nicety ) ſhould not alway ſtrict- 
ly dittinguih ve fact us made, and y nr geni- 
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„ 5 Primitive Chriſtianity. 1 03 4 
dus begotten, when they differ but in one poor Let- 
ter, tho? their true and proper Signification be very 
different, the one coming from % fo, to be made, 
che other from yan, gigno, to beget. Suppoſe x 
ö ſhould ſometimes ſo happen, what's this to the Cur- 
rent of their Writings, or to prove that hegetting and 
creating are the ſame thing. Suppoſe it ſhould ſome- 
times happen, that the "is Fathers ſhould uſe 
Pld or XTIS 0, with reſpec to the Son of God, mil 
lead by that falſe tranſlated Place in the Proverbs : 
Or the Latin Fathers uſe Factus or Creatus, it may 
be miſlead by them, when yet they in an hundred 
Places for one, ſpeak more diſtinctly and properly, 
muſt ſome few improper Expreſſions carry it againſt 
a whole Stream of Places, where they ſpeak diſtin&- 
Iy and properly? No doubt Creation may in a looſe 
and general Senſe be called Generation, and God is 
in this Senſe the Father of all his Creatures; and fo 
may Generation be called Creation, and a Father be 
ſaid to mate his Son, muſt we therefore never make 
8 any Diſtinction between them? Tis a common Ex- 
preſſion in ſome Countreys to ſay, they cannot male 
4 Child, would it not be ridiculous to argue, that in 
thoſe Countreys they make their Children with their 
Hands, as the Women at Smithfield Exchange do their 
Bartholomew Babies? I ſpeak not this, that I think 
there is any great Occaſion for it; for I do not remem- 
ber, I have met with many Places in the Antenicene 
Fathers, where they apply any Word that ſignifies 
Creation to the Son of God, except when they cite 
that Place in the Proverbs; and even then to the beſt 
of my remembrance, they never argue from it as 
the Arians did afterward to prove him a Creature. 
However I am ſure, Mr. Mhiſton's Conſtitutions in 
that place where they cite it, draw no ſuch Conſe- 
; quence from it. 1 
Mr. Whifton has indeed in his 4th Book, referr'd 
us to a good number of Places, (and. in his Refletti- 
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ons on Dr: Clark, has given the Words) which he 
thinks clear for the Creation of the Son; but I think. 
near one Half of them refer to that Place, Prov. 8. 
ſpoken of before; ſome are miſapply'd, and man 
of them taken from Tuch ſpurious or juſtly ſuſpected 
Authors, as are of little Authority with any but 
Mr. W. as may be made out on a more proper 
Occaſion. _ 3 
But ftill will Mr, Whiſton ſay, do not the Con- 
Mtutions, in that very Place you have cited, ſaß 
the Son was begotten by. the Father, dpzoildiTas, 
immediately and ſolely by himſelf without the Help 
of any other? Yes; but they ſay he was begotten 
too, and plainly diſtinguiſh that Generation from 
the Creation of other things: Whereas, the Arians 
fay, he was created 4p4o/]4To5. So that ſtill Mr. Whi- 
ſton will want a Place from his Conftitutions, to 
prove the Son a Creature, unleſs as he and the 1 
Arians ſay, That Creation, He,, without the 
Help of any Inſtrument, is Generation; they will | 
Jay too, That Generation, Hi ,, without any 
Help, is Creation. I am apt to think this Author, 
if he meant what his Expreſſion means, by it de- 
figns to diſtinguiſh the Generation of the Son of 
God, from common and ordinary Generation, where 
there muſt be Male and Female; or from that, 
the Heathen ſuppoſed, who had their Female Dei- 
ties. However, it is certain, he ſays not a Word 
Of any proper Creation, Hir, much leſs does 
| he ſay that is the Generation of the Logos, or Son 
| of God. 
1 And thus I have gone through my Collections 
= out of the Antenicene Fathers; and have given 
| Mr. Whiſton his Conftitutions (tho? after that time) 
into the Bargain. Much good may they do him; 
but, if he could make em canonical, I believe they 
would not ſerve his Cauſe fo much, as fome have. 55 
ſuppoſed they do. | 
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Primitive Chriftzanity. © Yoo 
No fince the Eternal Exiftence of the Son of © 
FF God; is a main Point in which the Orthodox and 
the Arians differ, tho' as I have gone along I have 
remarked many Places, where it is plainly proved, 
vet 1 think it not amiſs, to collect em here, and 
jet em before the Reader in one view. This E- 
ternity of the Son is a Thing Mr. Whiſton ſtiffly de- 
| nies, and thinks to blow all Paſlages of the Fathers 
off at one puff, with a fine new Philoſophical Term, 
: without any Idea belonging to it. He has found out 
I A rare Secret, a Metaphyſical Eternity, which he ſays 
4 all the Fathers meant, when they talk of the Eter- 
"» nity of the Son of God. If he mean only, that the 
1 
n 


Son of God was from Eternity in Potentia, that it 
vwoas poſſible he might Exiſt when it pleaſed his Fa- 
s ther, he has made a rare diſcovery, that will make | 
- the World Eternal, and every Thing in it. If he | 
do not mean this, we ſhould be glad to know what 
ne does mean by it. Now I will collect ſome Places 7 
out of the Antenicene Fathers, and leave the Reader | 
to judge whether they better agree with the real | 
: 

l 


actual Eternity that we aſſert of the Son of God, or | 
Mr. Whiſton's Potential, Notional, or as he calls it, A 
Metapbyſical Eternity. | | 
Before I do this, I would remark one Thing, the # 
reciprocal Agreement between Chriſt's being God, Wo 
0 and his being Eternal; and the neceſſary Conſe- Wo 
1* 3 quence of each from the other. If we can prove 


d him very God, we thereby prove him Eternal; and 
es if we can prove him Eternal, we thereby prove him 
Mm very God. So that the Teſtimonies we bring from 


| the Fathers to prove either of theſe, do prove the 
1s other too. He that is truly God muſt be Phyſical- 
It iy (more than Metaphyfically) Eternal, and he that 
2) is Phyſically Eternal, muſt be very God. But to 


8 
bo begin, | 2 3 C * : 
24 Ignatius calls our Saviour, F vTigxaiew, & d oaless 
'e ene above or beyond, or before Time, one without —_— _ 
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1 know not what elſe theſe Expreſſions can beate 
but a proper Eternity. 


And again, in another Place, ſpeaking. of our Sa- 
viour, he ſays, he is ev7s# aiy©- did!©r, bis, ( that is 


V8. 
ods) Eternal Word. 1 ſhould think 48. is the 


beſt Word the Greek has to ſigniſie Eternity. 
Mr. Whiſton indeed ſays in his Efiay on Ionatins's 


Epiſtles, it is impoſſible Ignatius ſhould ſay ſo. Bur 


that is only one of his bold Aſſertions; nor do 1 


think there is any Thing in thoſe he ſuppoſes to 5 


the genuine Epiſtles of e that contradicts 
it. 


Chriſt is 5 d« o, one that always is. He aſſerts it 
was the Logos, the Son of God that appeared. to 
Moſes at the Buſh by the Name 5 n, I am, which 
being there uſed Emphatically, and x ox ſigni- 


ies Neceſſary or Eternal Exiſtence; and fpeaking in 


another Place of our Saviour with reſpect to God, he 


fays he is ovvey » Verv#@1uev0s, one coexiſting with him, 


and begotten by him. 
Ireneus. The Son always corxifting with the Father, 


did of old, and from the beginning always reveal the 


Father. And Lib. 3. c. 20. No Body can contradict 
' ind ſay, If therefore Chriſt was born then, he was not 


before, fer we have ſhewn, that the Scu of God did not 
then begin to be, being always eviſting with the Father. 


And in another Place, giving a reaſon of the ſhort-. 


neſs of our Knowledge; he faith, For thou art not, (O 


Man) an uncreated Being : Neither didft thou always 
Evexiſt with G od, as bis proper Logos (Word. 3 | | 


Clemens At end ins s + Pag. 74. For this Feſus i 18 E- 


Zernal didi, the one great 2 Prieſt of the one Ca. | 


and his Father. | 
In his Hymn to Chrift, he calls him ay aura 


the Eternal Word, dio Aber, the Infinite Age, 
gas dic uon, the Eternal Light: Strom. 7. in Princ. he 


Calls Chriſt 4,251 4; dvar, one without Time or Be- 
Fag. 


Cinning 4* | 


Tuſtin Martyr in his Epiſtle ' to e ſays, 
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Tord, who was without beginning, cage N e,ꝛbU 


Athanaſius cites two Paſſages of Origen much to 
our Purpoſe, but I know not, whether it be to any 
Purpoſe to put em in, becauſe Mr. V. pretends to 
have convicted him of Forgery; but P11 venture for 


Once. 


Tom. 1. Pag. 277. If he be the Image of the Inviſible 
God, I may dare to add, that he being the likeneſs of 
his Father, there never was a Time when he was not, 
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And a little aſter, he cites Origen, ſaying, We 


muſt not deprive God as much as in us lies, d de gu- 


vb e- aura Avys mordyerss, of his only begotten Logos 
(Word) that was ever with him, Theſe Paſſages are 
ſo full againſt Arianiſm, that Petavius admires that 
Origen ſhould ſay ſo, but there is no great Reaſon, 


for the CGnoſticts had their i dre 8x nv long before 


the Arians. : 
Cont. Celſ. Camb. Ed. pag. 239. He calls Chrift 
endvyacua owrQ- aidis, the Splendor of the Eternal 


Light; if the Light be Eternal, the Splendor muſt. 
be ſo too. | 


In Johan. Ed. Huet. pag. 31. There is a famous 
Paſſage too long to cite, in which are theſe Words, 
There being no beginning of his Generation found, Age 
Verto UTE 5% EVELTROpLENNG.. | 

Socrates, E. H. Lib. 7. c. 6. ſays, That Origen 
every where confeſſes the Son coeternal with the Fa- 
ther. 
Pamphilus, in his Apology for Origen, ſays, That 
Origen every where aſſerts, that the Father is not be- 


Pre the Son, that the Son is coeternal with the Fa- 
ther, that the Generation of the Son of God is without 
any Beginning: If he plead thus for Origen, no doubt, 


he believed it himſelf. | 
eHethodins, in Phot. Bib. Cod. 237. upon thoſe 


Words, Thou art my Son, this Day have 1 begotten 


3 thee; 


) 
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Pag. 703. Neither can Envy touch the impaſſible 
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thee; hath theſe Words, Ir is to be obſerved, that 
he calls him his Son Os and without any re- 


pelt to time, «xevos': He lays to him, Thou art 


my Son, not thou art made my Son; neither declaring | 


that he had obtained a new Filiation, nor that that he 
had before had any End, but was always the ſame, 


That which has neither Beginning nor End, muſt 
be Eternal: As, I think, I well may gather from 
this Paſſage, whether Methodius reaſon'd right from 


the Text or no. The ſame Text is ſo interpreted 
by many of the Fathers. Po, 
The Antiochene Fathers, in their Epiſtle to P. Sa- 
moſat. ſay of our Saviour, Ve believe that he being 
always with the Father, fulfilled his Father's Will in 
the Creation of all things, 
Greg. Thaumaturew, in his Confeſſion of Faith, 
faith of Chriſt, That he is the Eternal Image of his 
Father, the Eternal Son of the Eternal Father : And 
lays, The Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, are a perfect 
Trinity, undivided in their Glory, Eternity, and King- 
dom. The Greek Words are, aid , and aid'#]ns. 
Athanaſius, Tom. I. p. 559. tells us, that the Ac- 


cuſations againſt Dionyſius of Alexandria were, That he 
had ſaid that Go 


was not always a Father; That 
the Son was not always: That God was ſometime with- 
out the Logos: That there was a Time when the Son 
was not; That he was not Eternal, but was begotten 
afterwards. = 


'Theſe he demes, and defends himſelf from the 


Accuſation: A certain Evidence that the Church 
then believed the Eternity of the Son. . 
Athan. Tom. 1. pag. 276. tells us Dionyſins Rom, 
fud, It is no ordinary but the greateſt Blaſphemy, to 
fey the Son was made in any ſort, or in any manner 
a Creature, X ðõ?e ve Te 5. for if the Son was 
made, there was a Time when he was not, but he al- 


ways was : And this was the Senſe not only of Nio- 


zyfins Rom. but of all the Roman Clergy. 
St. 
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Primitive Chriſtianity, i 
St. Syrian fays little in expreſs Words of hg 
Eternity of the Son; but he aſſerts him in ſa 

FF many Places to be very God, that he muſt be ſup 
I poſed to believe it. And, Cort. Fudeos, cap. 5. he 
| cites Apoc. 21, v.6, 7. I am Alpha and Omega, the 
Firſt and the Laſt, &c. and applies them to the 

| Son: And cannot be ſuppoſed, with the Arians, to 
believe, iv «7s i, iv, there was a Time when the 
| Son was not. 7 = FR yt. 
| I might here remark, that we are told by ſome} 
' | + that the Arians held a double Lagos: The one they 
own'd to be Eternal, always in or with God; the 
other created in Time, and of a diſtinct Nature 
from God. But this was one of their ſhuffling 
Evaſions, when they were reſolv'd to keep their 
Opinion; but willing to be thought to believe with 
the Orthodox. For, no doubt, by their Eternal 
Logos, they only meant a Quality or Attribute of 
God his Wiſdom, which muſt be always in God. 

by the other a Perſon or Subſiſtence, which was 
_ created by him: This was only a luſus in terminis, 
to put upon the Orthodox. | 
1 might likewiſe' here produce the Teſtimonies 
; of Athanagoras, Tatian, Tertullian, and others ; but 
- becauſe there are in them ſome Expreſſions that 
2 may ſeem to render their Teſtimonies more du- 
7 bious (tho? it may be fairly proved they were of 
the ſame Opinion with other Fathers) I ſhall content 
my ſelf with theſe already produced, being brought 
1 out of thoſe Fathers, who wrote moſt, and are of 

moſt Authority. 

There is but one thing more I would add, in 
ſhort, before I conclude ; and that is, that the An- 
tenicene Fathers were not only of this Opinion, 
that our Saviour was Very and Eternal God, but 
- they believ'd it to be a neceſſary Article of the Chriſti- 
- an Faith (nay ſome of them went ſo far as to ex- 
clude thoſe from Hopes of Salvation that — 
= | elieve 
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